
To Seduce the Elect  

 

An in depth look at some of the falsehoods which have invaded the Christian world and 

the danger they pose to Christ and His church, with apologies to none.  

By Lt. Col. Gordon "Jack" Mohr AUS Ret.  

Introduction 

This is a book about false teaching, especially those which are currently being taught in three 

branches of Christianity. We will look without bias, into error where it is to be found, that has 

crept into the Judeo-Christian churches of America, and into the Roman Catholic churches. 

These two branches of Christianity, make up the majority of those who go by the name of 

Christian. We will also look into an ever growing minority of White Christians in America, 

and throughout the Free World, who are known as Identity Christians.  

These are people for the most part who have come out of the Judeo-Christian and Catholic 

world, as they came to the realization that they were physical descendants of Abraham, 

entitled to the blessings which go with this, and also the added responsibilities to God and 

man. Unfortunately, as often happens, falsehoods have crept in here too, as the enemy seeks 

to sow seed of dissension and doubt in the hearts of our people.  

Immediately, when the subject of falsehoods and exposing those who teach them comes up, 

we are asked the question by zealous Christians: "Is it right to judge? Is it right to expose 

false teachers and doctrines and to name names in the process?"  

As an introduction to this book, I want to try and answer this question, at least in part by 

using a very revealing article, written by Ralph C. Griffin, which appeared in the Summer 

Issue 1994, of his newsletter, THE SWORD AND THE TRUMPET, P.O. Box 870, Chandler, 

TX 75758.  

While I do not agree 100% with the doctrinal beliefs of Brother Griffin, the purpose of this 

Introduction is not to criticize him, but to benefit from his wisdom.  

In Hebrews 5:14, we read: "But strong meat belongeth to them that are of full age, even those 

who by reason of use have their senses exercised to discern both good and evil".  

Those who are unwilling or incapable of discerning or judging between good and evil are in 

this manner revealing either their disobedience or their spiritual immaturity.  

Yes, it is biblically MANDATED TO JUDGE, TO EXPOSE FALSE TEACHERS AND 

DOCTRINES, AND TO NAME THE NAMES of those who teach error and thus perhaps 

irreparably harm the Body of Christ. A thorough and exhaustive proof of the above 

conclusion would fill an entire book, but I'll only briefly establish the scriptural basis for this 

truth.  



"Study to show thyself approved unto God, a workman that needeth not to be ashamed, 

rightly dividing the word of truth. But shun profane and vain babblings: for they will increase 

unto more ungodliness". (2 Timothy 2:15,16)  

Wolves in disguise have entered the flock and are deceiving many! False teachers are free to 

spread their poisonous doctrines today because there is a "conspiracy of silence among Bible 

believers!" For this reason, it is important for us to closely examine their teachings. While it 

goes beyond our ability and authority to ascertain the motives of their hearts, it is well within 

our ability and authority to evaluate their doctrines. (This is the purpose of this book - Author 

Mohr).  

This examination is not for the purpose of tearing down or simply to be negative, but only to 

help those who wish to be biblical.  

Discerning Bible readers are aware of Jesus' many warnings about the false messiahs and 

false teachers that would abound in the "last of these last days". Christ said that these 

deceivers and their deception would be one of the first and clearest signs of the closing day of 

this Age. He warned His disciples 13 times in the Gospels to be alert to such deceivers. Jesus 

called them "hypocrites"; "blind guides"; "whited sepulchers"; "serpents"; and "ye generation 

of vipers". (Matthew 23:23-34)  

When dealing with false teachers, false prophets and those involved in God's house for the 

purpose of dishonest gain; i.e., money changers", Christ's words were sharp and His actions 

plain. In John 2:16, we listen as He said to them: "Take these things hence; make not my 

Father's house an house of merchandise". Then He drove the money changers out of the 

temple with a whip He had made out of rope.  

Yet today, Christians are told that we are to fellowship with men whose doctrines are as un-

scriptural as those of the Pharisees.  

We are not supposed to rebuke anyone for their compromise, yet it is true that the anti-Christ 

himself and his false prophet, will be worshiped by all the world as Christ. This means that 

his followers will be so-called Christians. Should true Christians not be warned of this?  

In exposing un-scriptural teaching by noted Christian teachers, authors and other leaders in 

the church, it is important to remember that we are not questioning their commitment to the 

Lord. However, what must consistently be scrutinized and confronted is teaching or living is 

that which is scripturally in error, no matter who may be presenting it.  

The Apostle Paul corrected the Apostle Peter publicly and named those who were leading 

others astray, and continually combated errors in his epistles. Paul had to oppose Peter's 

actions as being without scriptural support on one occasion (see Galatians 2:11-17). Suppose 

Paul had refused to enter into controversy with his friend Peter. With leaders piloting the 

Christian boat in the wrong direction, the infant church might have been shipwrecked on the 

rocks of Jewish legalism. (There is some of this same danger inherent in Identity -Author 

Mohr). Peter's ministry was not nullified as a result of being corrected. It did serve as a 

reminder that everything taught must be in accordance with sound doctrine as stated in God's 

Word.  



Peter rebuked Ananias and Sapphira by name, in Acts 5 and as a result, the early church was 

in fused with a wholesome fear of God and His holiness. (This is something most churches 

lack in this age - Author Mohr).  

Examples found throughout the scriptures demonstrate the value of reproof for the conviction 

of sin and erroneous teaching which might have otherwise gone unheeded, leading to 

destruction of some. Paul's naming of Peter and Barnabas, Alexander the coppersmith, 

Hymaneus and Philetus, and John's exposure of Diotrephes are just a few biblical examples 

of public correction.  

There are some who assert that such matters should be dealt with privately in accordance 

with Matthew 18:15-20. But this passage deals with matters of personal offense - issues 

between individuals, not false teaching, and doctrinal problems which subvert the gospel and 

are promoted publicly.  

Dave Hunt, in his THE BEREAN CALL of Jan. 1994, writes: "All scripture is profitable for 

correction. Designed for the benefit of believers, this teaching of God's Word, is very much 

out of favor among today's church leaders. It's astounding that page after page of the Bible 

involves some form of correction, yet any such application among Christians is generally 

avoided or received as emotionally harmful, 'negative or un-loving' is the Word. On the 

contrary, correction is biblical and necessary".  

The Apostle Paul, writing in Colossians 2:8 says: "Beware lest any man spoil you through 

philosophy and vain deceit, after the tradition of men, after the rudiments (GK - stoickeron -

4747 meaning: fundamentals) of the world (order) and not after Christ".  

In 1 Timothy 6:20-22, speaking to the young evangelist, he said: "O Timothy, keep that 

which is committed to thy trust, avoid profane (GK - bibelos - 952 meaning: "heathenism; by 

implication Jewish notions) and vain babblings (GK - henophonia - 2757 meaning: "empty 

sounding, fruitless discussions), and opposition of science falsely so called (Note that true 

science is never in conflict with the Word - Author Mohr) which some professing have erred 

concerning the faith".  

When I have previously addressed this issue, there is usually an immediate suspicion that I 

am attacking a person rather than questioning ideas and practices from a biblical standpoint.  

Romans 16:17-18, is often quoted to condemn anyone who might question a brother's 

teaching. They quote: "Now I beseech you brethren, mark them that cause divisions and 

offenses... and avoid them". They ignore the middle part of this passage which says "contrary 

to the doctrines which ye have learned". This passage is speaking about those who are 

teaching un-biblical doctrines, or as Paul says, "another gospel".  

Divisions in the church are created by teachings that are contrary to sound doctrine. False 

teachers serve only themselves, not Christ, and deceive the naive with smooth talk. Romans 

16:18 says: "For they (false teachers) that are such serve not our Lord Jesus Christ, but their 

own belly (GK -koilea - 2836 meaning: "heart") and by good words, and fair speeches, 

deceive the hearts of the simple". (GK - akakos - 172 meaning: "innocent; unsuspecting".)  

The Bible tells us not to fellowship with them, but also tells us not to ignore their destructive 

heresies - because that would be compromise. The Word teaches that "sound doctrine" cannot 



be perpetuated through compromise, in 1st Corinthians 15:33, Paul says: "Be not deceived, 

evil communications corrupt good manners". Compromise cannot be avoided without 

separation (see 2 John 10,11) - "If there come any unto you, and bring not this doctrine, (see 

vs. 7) receive him not into your house, neither bid him God speed: For he that biddeth him 

God speed, (helps him in any way), becomes partaker in his evil deeds".  

A biblical fundamentalist had been described as one who "adheres with strong convictions to 

the fundamentals of the Christian faith, and who insists on separation from worldliness, 

apostasy, and disobedient brethren". While separation is not one of the essentials of the 

Christian faith, it is a necessary pre-requisite for being a fundamentalist and must be seen as a 

defining element in fundamentalism. (This word has been terribly overworked, and incorrect 

meanings have been given to it in recent years. I am a fundamentalist in its true meaning, and 

am proud of it - Author Mohr).  

In the foreword of the book PSYCHOHERESY by Martin and Deidre Bobgan, Dave Hunter 

commented: "...many church leaders, though well intentioned are feeding... deadly poisons to 

the Body of Christ... Christian leaders should be held accountable for what they say in books, 

magazines and in the pulpit, or on radio or TV. Certainly no one can object if what he has 

stated publicly is quoted or questioned publicly. If a church leader is granted immunity from 

challenge or correction, then the Reformation was in vain and we are back under the un-

scriptural authoritarianism of a Protestant popery..."  

"If (a particular teaching is) valid and biblical, then its proponents have nothing to fear from a 

factual and scriptural analysis of its tenets; and if it precedents are in fact false and 

dangerous, then lovers of God and truth will be grateful when error is exposed".  

(I have often been questioned about writings of leaders in some church group, and am 

compelled to say: "Much of what they say is true, but like rat poison, which is made up of 

97% cornmeal, it is the 3% [poison; untruth] that kills - Author Mohr).  

If we then, as well as others who, by the Word, expose doctrinal error and false teaching are 

criticized by the mass of professing Christians they and their ministers compromise the truth 

to gain acceptance, then we should rest in the knowledge that we are looking for the approval 

of God, not men. To do otherwise is to befriend the enemy and cause additional harm to the 

Body of Christ.  

(For this reason, I do not expect many in the Judeo-Christian and Catholic churches to accept 

the truths found in this book. It would be well for you to remember Moses' words to Israel in 

Exodus 23:2- "Thou shalt not follow a multitude to do evil". Just because the majority say 

something is right, does not make it so. I do believe it is reasonable to ask, not that you agree 

with what I write, but to check out the facts against the Word and when you find that I have 

been telling you the truth, have the courage to accept it. - (Challenge made by author Mohr).  

We are commanded to test every teaching on the basis of the scripture 2 Timothy 3:16,17 

tells us: "All scripture is given by inspiration of God, and is profitable for doctrine, for 

reproof, for correction, for instruction in righteousness; that the man of God may be perfect, 

thoroughly furnished (GK -exartizo - 1822 meaning: "to equip fully as a teacher") unto all 

good works".  



Remember how Paul commended the Bereans in Acts 17:11 - "These were more noble than 

those in Thessalonica, in that they received the Word with all readiness of mind, and searched 

the scriptures (the Old Testament was all they had) daily, whether these things (which Paul 

and Silas were teaching) were so".  

(Not many of our so-called Christian people do this. When they read their Bibles, which is 

seldom, and come to a part they do not understand, instead of searching the Bible for the 

answer, nine times out of ten, they go to their pastors for the answer. And nine times out of 

ten, he will tell them what he was taught in the seminary, which does not necessarily mean it 

is what the Word teaches. By this means, heresies creep into church teachings - Author 

Mohr).  

We are enjoined to reject any teaching from any teacher (No matter how many religious 

degrees he may have behind his name - Author Mohr), that is not based squarely on specific 

passages from God's Word.  

In 2 Timothy 4:2,3 we read: "I (Paul) charge thee (Timothy) therefore before God, and the 

Lord Jesus Christ, who shall judge the quick and the dead at His appearing and His kingdom. 

Preach the Word; be instant (GK - ephistemi - 2186 meaning: "to stand upon; to be at hand") 

in season, out of season. (The first SEASON comes from the (GK word eukarios -2121 and 

means: "well timed; opportune; in time of need". The second SEASON comes from akarios - 

171 and means: "inopportunely; to fail of a proper occasion") REPROVE, REBUKE, 

EXHORT with all long suffering and doctrine. For the time will come when men will not 

endure sound doctrine; but after their own lusts (longing for material, fleshly things) shall 

they heap (GK - episioreuo - meaning: "to accumulate further; seek additions; heap") to 

themselves teachers having itching (GK - knetho - 2833 meaning by implication "to tickle") 

ears. And they shall turn away their ears from the truth, and shall be turned unto fables. But 

watch thou in all things, endure affliction, do the work of an evangelist, make full proof (GK 

- pleurophoneo - 4135 meaning: "to be completely if assured or convinced") of thy ministry".  

Religious tolerance - or being "open minded" is sermonized a lot in the church today. Larry 

Thomas, in his THE INKHORN, Dec. 1992, wrote: "To the world, religious tolerance means 

granting another person, faith or persuasion the same rights and privileges we demand for 

ourselves. But in the church world, tolerance has become compromise. To be non 

controversial and to demonstrate 'Christian love', many in the church have thrown out all 

doctrinal standards.  

"The church has grown soft. It has relaxed its position on a number of social and spiritual 

issues, opening the door for un-scriptural practices and teachings. The easing of standards has 

enabled the church to broaden its appeal to the world and show forth a spirit of unity within 

the body. The problem is that many included in this ecumenical hodge-podge are not actually 

part of the Body. They may have a Christian sounding philosophy, but they are a far cry from 

being Bible-based, 'born again' (born from above) believers.  

"One of the most visible efforts to increase appeal and put on a display of unity, is the total 

avoidance of debate, disagreement, or division - no matter how wrong or heretical the 

teaching. To avoid these things we compromise with wrong teaching is to sacrifice our 

biblical convictions. "(This puts us in the unenviable position of being" par takers in their evil 

deeds", 2 John 11 - Author Mohr).  



"As a result, factions in the church have become fat and fattening. They have gorged 

themselves on the meat of man's wisdom, while swilling the new wine of heresy. To point out 

these wrongs is to be controversial and run the risk of being "'called 'un-loving' or 

'unchristian"'.  

The book of Jude is certainly controversial. The entire book sounds an alarm to believers 

about false teachers and errors in the church. It is a rebuke to false teachers, a warning to 

believers, and a battle-cry against error. Jude is much too "negative" for today's church. But 

remember, the Holy Spirit authored this book, not Jude! Jude calls on the church to "earnestly 

contend for the faith". The Greek word for CONTEND, "implies to put forth an effort equal 

or greater than the opposition". To compromise with wrong in the name of tolerance is to 

dishonor God and make light of His Word.  

We are also commanded to SEPARATE ourselves from them. In 2 Corinthians 6:17, we read: 

"Wherefore, come ye out from among them, and be ye separate, saith the Lord, and touch not 

the unclean thing; and I will receive you, saith the Lord". This makes it plain that God's 

people are to come out of apostasy and religious error! False teachers have broken down the 

barrier between God's people and falsehood. There is too little preaching and teaching on the 

doctrine of "separation". Until we get back to teaching the truth about personal and 

ecclesiastical separation, we can expect the widespread havoc and judgment of God, that we 

are experiencing today. (See Deut. 28).  

How can we contend for the faith in a climate that will not tolerate controversy, but instead 

promotes compromise with evil and evil men, in order to avoid conflict or division?  

Notice in John 3 how Jesus challenged Nicodemus, a Pharisee who approached Jesus with his 

heart open to spiritual truth. Yet this same Jesus harshly condemned other Pharisees to their 

faces. He was patient with those who were willing to listen. He did not give in to the 

temptation to tell them what they wanted to hear, but taught them the very Word of God.  

Even in His superior wisdom, Jesus met much opposition, not only from His enemies, the 

Pharisees, but from His own followers. In John 6:66, we find that when Jesus began to teach 

the hard facts of the Kingdom: "From that time many of His disciples (followers) went back, 

and walked no more with Him".  

(For all intents and purposes, many who go by the name of Christian today, are not walking 

in His doctrine - Author Mohr).  

But the Master was gentle with those who had been deceived, while He sternly rebuked the 

rabbis who perverted God's word through false teaching, and He did so publicly!  

The most loving thing a Christian leader can do for the church, is to warn believers against 

those who propagate false teachings and the most loving thing they can do for the 

perpetrators of scriptural error, is to speak forth in rebuke and hope and pray that they will 

repent.  

In an article entitled WHATEVER HAPPENED TO THE CHURCH? in WITNESS, INC., 

NEWS, March 1993, Rick Varlinsky writes: "We must stand for truth no matter what the 

cost, personal or professional" (Oh how many of our TV evangelists need to listen to this 

advice and take it to heart - Author Mohr). "This is not an option. The stand for truth is not to 



be relegated to those engaged in ministry on a full-time basis. It is the task of all believers, 

and we are all accountable... That is why we are given the armor of God. That armor is meant 

for battle!"  

(But the average Christian doesn't want to fight. He is like the hippies of the 1960's whose 

motto was: "Make love, not war!" We need to remember that a soldier does not put on armor 

to eat, or to sleep, or to hide in some spiritual foxhole while the battle rages outside. Armor 

goes on before the battle - Author Mohr).  

The problem of doctrinal "wishy-washiness" is a cancer that is spreading through the church. 

The alarm MUST be sounded: the troops MUST be rallied! We MUST "fight the good fight 

of faith", with the same fervor that was characteristic of the early church. Every believer is to 

be a "watchman" warning lest we as the scriptures state (see Ezekiel 3:18; 33:6), find that 

"their blood will I require at thy hand."  

(We sing: "Faith of our fathers, living still. In spite of dungeon fire and sword. How sweet 

would be their children's fate, if they like them, could die for thee. Faith of our fathers, holy 

faith, we will be true to Thee 'till death!" Yet I wonder how many Christians who sing this, 

really mean it? - Author Mohr).  

In 2 Chronicles 19:2, we find a scripture which is overlooked by our modern day preachers. It 

says: "...shouldest thou help the ungodly, and love them that hate the Lord? therefore is wrath 

upon thee from before the Lord". (God does not put up with disobedience on the part of His 

spiritual leaders, for the LAW OF HARVEST is as much in operation for them, if not more 

so, than the laity. This LAW which is as sure and abiding as the LAW OF GRAVITY, says: 

"Be not deceived; God is not mocked"; for whatsoever a man (woman) soweth, that shall they 

also reap". Galatians 6:7 - (Author Mohr).  

Our thanks to Tricia Tillin of the Mainstream Publication of BANNER MINISTRIES, of 

England for the following eight comprehensive reasons about how believers should respond 

to heresy:  

1 - HOW CAN WE KNOW ERROR AND FALSE TEACHING?  

(See 2 John 9-11; Isaiah 8:20; Galatians 1:8 and 1 Timothy 6:3). 

2 - ARE CHRISTIANS SUPPOSED TO JUDGE?  

(See Acts 17:11; 1 Corinthians 10:15; 1 Thessalonians 5:21; 2 Thessalonians 2:15 and Jude 

3). 

3 - SHOULD CHRISTIANS OPENLY CHALLENGE FALSE TEACHERS?  

(See 1 John 4:1; Titus 1:10-13; 2 Timothy 1:3; 2 Timothy 4:2; and Revelation 2:2). 

4 - ARE THEIR SCRIPTURAL PRECEDENTS FOR NAMING FALSE TEACHERS BY 

NAME?  

(See Galatians 2:11; 2 Timothy 2:17,18; 1 Timothy 1:20; and 3 John 9,10). 

5 - WHAT TOOLS SHOULD A CHRISTIAN USE TO JUDGE FALSE TEACHERS AMD 

THEIR TEACHINGS?  

(See Matthew 22:29; 1 Timothy 4:13,16; 2 Timothy 3:17 and Titus 1:9). 

6 - IS IT RIGHT FOR A CHRISTIAN TO JUDGE?  

(See 1 Corinthians 5:12). While Jesus tells us in John 7:24, "Judge not, that ye be not 

judged," we see in 1 Corinthians 2:15; 1 Corinthians 6:2,3,5, where Christians are to judge. 



(Was Paul contradicting what Jesus said in His Sermon on the Mount in Matthew 7:1,2? Not 

at all! (Most Christians quote only this first verse, when what Christ was actually saying, as 

can be seen from the context, is "Be careful of how you judge; for if God will judge you in 

the same manner in which you judge others" - Author Mohr. See also 2 Thessalonians 3:6, of 

course these teachings go contrary to modern church thinking, which allows adulterers and 

sodomites to not only become church members, but to take positions of responsibility in the 

church - Author Mohr). 

7 - HOW SHOULD CHRISTIANS RESPOND TO FALSE TEACHERS AMD FALSE 

TEACHING?  

(See Ephesians 5:11; Romans 6:17; 2 Thessalonians 3:6; 2 Thessalonians 3:14; 2 Timothy 

3:5,7 and Titus 3:10). 

8 - HOW SHOULD A CHRISTIAN WHO IS REBUKED FOR FALSE TEACHING 

RESPOND?  

(See Proverbs 27:5; Lamentations 3:40; Hebrews 12:5; 1 Corinthians 10:12; James 3:2; and 1 

Peter 3:15). 

Christians are to genuinely love one another and seek unity. However it should be 

remembered that it is "unity of faith", we are to maintain, not "unity of the Body" and it is the 

truth we are to speak in love. The most loving thing we can do for the Body of Christ, is to 

warn believers of those who espouse false teachings, and the most loving thing to do for 

those who perpetuate error, is to continue to speak forth in hopes they will repent. If this 

brings division, then so be it.  

(Please note that some of the contents of this article were paraphrased from a tract by Pastor 

E. L. Bynum of the Tabernacle Baptist Church, 1911 34th St., Lubbock, TX 79452, and from 

other sources, including NEOEVANGELISM TODAY, by Robert Lightner; "and from 

BIBLICAL PERSPECTIVES, "The Myth of the Third Wave", by Robert Dean). (End of 

article by Brother Griffith.)  

I agree fully with what brother Griffith has written and it is in this spirit that this book TO 

SEDUCE THE ELECT has been written. That it will "step on some toes "and anger some in 

the Body of Christ, goes without saying. But it is because I love you, that I show you what 

the scriptures say about your errors. Note these are scriptural corrections, not personal.  

One of the major problems in the modern church, Catholic, Protestant and Identity alike, is 

that we have substituted a new cross for the old one. In Amos 8:11, this heresy was 

prophesied: "Behold, the days come, saith the Lord God, that I will send a famine in the land 

(to the Israel nations). Not a famine of bread, nor a thirst for water, but of hearing the words 

of the Lord. And they (Israel) shall wander from sea to sea, and from the north even to the 

east, and they shall run to and fro to seek the word of the Lord, and shall not find it". This has 

happened in many of our modern day churches.  

In Philippians 3:18, the Apostle Paul warns us: "For many walk, of whom I have told you 

often, and now tell you even weeping, that they are enemies of the cross of Christ."  

Unannounced and almost undetected, there has crept into modern church circles in modern 

times, a new cross. It looks like the old cross, but it's different.  

From this new cross a philosophy of Christian life has risen, which makes this book 

necessary. From this new philosophy has risen a new technique of reaching men and women 



with the Gospel of Salvation. It employs pretty much the same old language of evangelism, 

but its emphasis has been misplaced.  

The old cross had no ties with the world and carried with it the sentence imposed by the Law 

at Mt. Sinai. The modern church does not like this Law, so they have done away with it and 

have invented a new cross which is not opposed to the sinful condition of the human race; 

rather it has become a friendly pal and, if understood correctly, the source of oceans of good, 

clean fun and innocent enjoyment. The new cross lets Adam live without interference. His 

life's motivation is unchanged; he lives for his own pleasure, only now he takes delight in 

living like the world. His accent is on enjoyment, though his fun is now on a higher plane 

morally, if not intellectually.  

The new cross does not demand a renouncement of the old life before the new life can be 

received. The evangelist seeks to key into Christianity, by showing that Christianity makes no 

unpleasant demands; rather, it offers the same thing as the world, only on a higher level. 

Whatever the sin-mad world happens to be clamoring for at the moment is cleverly shown to 

be the very thing the Gospel offers, the religious version, promising to be more spiritual 

fulfilling than the worldly version.  

The new cross does not slay the sinner; it merely redirects him. It gears him up to a cleaner, 

jollier way of living and saves his self-respect. To the self-assertive it says "Come and assert 

yourself in Christ." To the egotist it says, "Come and do your boasting in the Lord!" To the 

thrill seeker it says, "Come and enjoy the thrill of Christian fellowship!" To the fun seeker it 

says; "It's fun to be a Christian!"  

Any Christian message can be slanted in the direction the current vogue is moving, in order 

to make it acceptable to the public. (After all larger church attendance, means more money in 

the "kitty").  

The philosophy behind this kind of spiritual deception may be sincere, but it's sincerity does 

not keep it from being false and fatal. It misses completely the meaning of the cross.  

The old cross is a symbol of death. It stands for an abrupt, violent end of the human being. In 

Roman times, when a man was forced to carry his cross, he said good-bye to his friends, for 

he knew he was never coming back alive. The cross in those days never compromised, it 

modified nothing, it spared nothing. Maybe this is why it is so detested by modern day 

Christians. The old cross did not try and keep on good terms with its victim. It struck cruelly 

and hard, and when it had finished its work, the man was no more to be found.  

The race of Adam is under the death sentence, no matter how some evangelists try and prove 

differently. It does not carry the popular message of Oral Roberts: "Something good is going 

to happen to you today! if In spite of what the evangelists say, there is no commutation or 

escape from the death penalty. God cannot approve of any of the fruits of sin, no matter how 

sincere the sinner may be, or how beautiful they appear in the eyes of men. God saves the 

individual by killing him on the cross, then raising him in a newness of life.  

Any evangelist, preacher or priest who draws friendly parallels between the ways of God and 

the ways of man is false to Scriptural teaching and cruel to the souls of his hearers. Faith in 

Christ does not parallel the world, it intersects it! In coming to Christ we do not bring our old 



life up to a higher plane; we leave it at the cross! The kernel of wheat must first fall into the 

ground and die, before it can produce, so Jesus said (John 12:24).  

We who preach God's Word must not think of ourselves as public relations agents sent to 

establish good will between Christ and the world. We must not allow ourselves to become 

commissioners to make Christ acceptable to big business, the press, sports, modern 

education, etc. We are not diplomats but prophets. Our message is not that of compromise but 

of ultimatum.  

God offers life, but not an improvement on the old life. The life God offers is eternal life out 

of death. It stands on the far side of the cross. Whoever wants to possess it must pass under 

the rod. He must repudiate himself completely and agree with God's just sentence against 

him. "The soul that sinneth; it shall die!"  

What does this mean to the condemned man? The man seeking to find life in Christ Jesus? It 

simply means that he must repent, and believe. He must forsake his sins and then go on to 

forsake himself. He must cover nothing, defend nothing, excuse nothing in his life. He must 

not seek to make terms with God, but he must bow his head before the stroke of God's stem 

displeasure and acknowledge himself worthy of death.  

It is only by doing this that he can gaze with simple trust on the risen Savior, and from Him 

receive life and rebirth and cleansing and power. The same cross that ended the life of the 

Savior, now puts an end to the repentant sinner. The same power that raised Christ from the 

grave, now raises the sinner to a new life in Christ.  

To those who object to this assessment as being narrow and a private view of the truth, God 

has set His hallmark of approval on this message from Paul's day to the present. Whether 

stated in these exact words or not, this has been the content of any and all preaching that has 

ever had impact and brought life and power to the Christian world for almost 2,000 years. 

The Reformers and the Revivalists put their emphasis on the old cross and the mighty 

operations of the Holy Spirit gave witness to God's approval.  

Today we hear about massive world wide revivals, but there is very little evidence of 

Christian power, as Christ's enemy continue to gain in strength and our nation moves towards 

hell faster than at any time in our history. Something must be drastically wrong with the 

church, no matter what branch it may be.  

Dare we, heirs of such a legacy of power, tamper with God's truth? Dare we, with our stubby 

pencils, erase the lines of the blueprint of God, or alter the pattern shown us at Calvary? God 

forbid! Me must preach the old cross, in order to have the old time power! Which cross are 

you preaching? The old, or the new?  

(The foregoing summation is a paraphrase of an anonymous article which was sent to me 

recently. It pretty well answers the question as to why I am writing TO SEDUCE THE 

ELECT. I pray that all who read this book, will take this into consideration when I tread on 

their religious toes. As my father used to say to me when giving me a licking: "Son, this is for 

your own good!")  

In St. Matthew 24:24, we are told by Christ Himself that in the "closing out days of this age": 

"there shall arise false Christs, and false prophets, and shall show great signs and wonders, 



inasmuch that if it were possible (the word "IF" used here means: "maybe it is and maybe it 

isn't") they shall deceive the very elect.  

The word ELECT as used in the New Testament has only one meaning. It comes from the 

Greek word El and means: "thou art, or be". It is used in both Old and New Testaments in 

reference to "true Israel". In no place does it refer to a people we now know as Jews, or to the 

"church". It is used thirteen times in the New Testament, and two of these concerns the 

"elect" being deceived. Twice it refers to the "re-gathering of true Israel, and nine times is a 

general reference to the "elect of Israel", of whom the Lord said in Amos 3:2 - "You only 

have I know" of all the families of the earth...  

In 1 Peter 1:1, we notice that Peter is speaking not to the Anti-Christ Edomite Jews who have 

just crucified our Lord, but to the "strangers" (Greek - PAREPIDEMOS [3927] who are 

"resident foreigners" in Pontus, Galatia, Cappadocia, Asia and Bithynia, and who are (vs. 2) 

"elect according to the foreknowledge of God the Father". They were not elect because of 

their "bloodline" from Adam, which some today call ARYAN, but because they could trace 

their ancestry back to Abraham, the "friend of God", whose family had been called out from 

all others, to bring blessings to all the earth, and who hast accepted His Kingship (see Gen. 

12:1-3). These "elect" spoken to by Peter, who scattered strangers from the ten Israelite tribes 

who had gone into Assyrian captivity for their disobedience to God, and who were at that 

time known as "Gentiles". But because they had been "sanctified by the Spirit unto obedience 

and sprinkling of the blood of Jesus Christ," (in other words they had become "blood bought" 

members of Abraham's family, who had been "born from above" ["born again"] as some say 

and who had been "elected" ("set aside by God for a special purpose"). We find this purpose 

explained in 1 Peter 2:9 - "But ye (saved Israelites) are a chosen generation (Greek - GENOS 

meaning: offspring; stock"), a royal priesthood (Rev. 5:10), an holy nation (Isaiah 61:12), a 

peculiar people; (GK - PERIOUSIOS, meaning: "set aside for a special purpose") that ye 

should show forth the praises of Him (Jesus) who hath called you out of darkness into His 

marvelous light". He goes on in vs. 10 to state "who in time past were not a people," (since 

they had been divorced by God and were known as GENTILES, heathen) "but are now the 

children of God; which had not obtained mercy, but now have obtained mercy". (Most 

pastors in the Judeo-Christian churches, will say this has reference to ALL "born from above" 

Christians, but it does not! The context of these verses shows that it was speaking to Christian 

Israelites.)  

Notice carefully that these "peculiar people", these "elect", were a "holy nation, not the 

"church", and were different from all other people on the face of the earth.  

The purpose of these "called out one's" was not one of RACIAL SUPREMACY, as some of 

our brethren in Christian Identity falsely assume, but of "racial purity". These were to be 

special Ambassadors, if you will, from God to a "lost and dying world", showing them how 

God wanted them to live and fit into His purpose.  

It is a known fact, that in these "last days" many "deceivers" have crept into the Christian 

flock, destroying many Christian "sheepfolds".  

It is my purpose in this book to discuss a few of the major deceptions which have destroyed 

many fine Christian "flocks" and which is poisoning Christianity both among Protestants and 

Roman Catholics.  



I do not have time to go into such cults as Mormonism, Seventh Day Adventism, and the 

Jehovah Witnesses, but will concentrate on the two major branches of Christianity, the 

Roman Catholic faith and the Reformed Christian faith which broke away from Rome during 

the Reformation, and is now generally known as Protestantism. (Some branches of the 

Baptist church do not consider themselves as Protestants, although they really are).  

Since this message is directed primarily at those of you who are Christian Israelites, (and 

many of you are physical children of Abraham's seedline and do not know it) and who 

understand the importance of this, I must bring to your attention, that there are some 

Protestant Christians who do not believe that Roman Catholics are "saved", since they ask for 

forgiveness of sins through the Virgin Mary, or a priest, rather than going direct to Christ. 

While I am sure that some Roman Catholics who read this book will not believe in the 

salvation of Protestants outside of the Church of Rome. I will go into this in detail in Part III 

of this book.  

I have never put a great deal of emphasis on Catholicism or Protestantism within the Identity 

Movement, because I believe the Bible teaches that if one accepts the "blood sacrifice" for 

sin, which was offered by our Lord Jesus Christ, understand that He paid the penalty for our 

sins by His death on the cross, and have repented of our sins and asked God for forgiveness, 

then we are "saved", scripturally. I can repeat, regardless of which church you belong to, the 

words of Charles Wesley: "I may not see eye to eye with you on every thing; but if your heart 

is with my heart, then here is my hand", and I am proud to say that I have many "saved" 

Catholics among my friends.  

In PARTS I and II, I will discuss some of the perversions which have crept into the Protestant 

churches, which depart from the Scriptural teachings of the Apostolic church. In Part III, I 

will discuss the Roman Catholic faith.  

This book is not going to be popular with many, for the simple reason that it will expose false 

teachings, and tear down many idols which have been erected in Christendom during the 

2000 years it has been in existence. Men never like when their "pet theories" are shown to be 

falsehoods. We never like to believe we may have been fooled. I remember a simple story 

told by my grandfather which illustrates this. Back in his time, almost every county in 

America had a fair, where the farmers gathered to show off their produce and livestock. 

Entertainment was provided by sideshows, such as the "bearded lady" and the "calf with two 

heads". It seems at this particular fair, one of the sideshows advertised: COME IN AND SEE 

THE HORSE WITH HIS HEAD WHERE HIS TAIL OUGHT TO BE! Many a farmer 

plunked down his hard earned dollar to see this freak, only to find an ordinary horse tied by 

his tail to the manger. Some thought this was funny and some got mad, but no one said a 

thing about it, for fear that people would think them stupid for having been taken in by it. As 

a result, the fake show made money all week long. This has happened over and over again in 

the Christian religion.  

   

 

 

 



The Chosen People Myth! 

That there is a "chosen people" in the Bible is undeniable. That is if you believe the Bible! In 

the early pages of the Book, we see where God exercised His Omnipotent (all powerful) will, 

when He chose a man named Abraham, from all the families "on earth, to be His "special, 

set-aside people". We read about this in Amos 3:2, where God, speaking to "true Israel" said: 

"You only have I known of all the families of the earth..."  

Abraham was an Adamite (White man) of direct lineage from Adam. God appeared to 

Abraham, when he was part of a heathen culture in the heathen land of Chaldea and said to 

him in essence: "Abraham, I want you to leave your home land, and your kin folks, including 

your father's house, and go to a distant country that I will show you. In that country I will 

make of you a great nation and a company of nations which will bless all mankind. And I will 

bless those who bless you and curse those who curse you and your offspring will be a 

blessing to all the world," (Gen. 12:1-3).  

The writer of the book of Hebrews speaks of this in Hebrews 11:8-12. How it was by faith 

that Abraham obeyed God, not knowing where he went and that he believed God when at the 

age of 99, God told him he would have a son, whose offspring would be like the stars in 

number. By faith, Abraham was willing to offer up Isaac, the son of God's promise, Who had 

told him: "In Isaac shall thy seed be called". And that his FAITH was counted unto him as 

RIGHTEOUSNESS.  

The chosen status of Abraham and his offspring, (and by the way none of the patriarchs were 

Jews, for there were no people known as Jews until 1200 years after the time of Abraham, 

when we first find them in 2 Kings 16:6, as they fight against Israel).  

This "chosen status" is recognized and mentioned by God in many places in the Scriptures. 

When God said to Israel: "You only have I known..." He used the Hebrew word YADA 

which has many meanings, but in this case means: "to recognize; to acknowledge; to 

appoint". God appointed Abraham and his descendants to be a "special people."  

As Americans, we have a tendency to take pride in the fact that we are an "enlightened 

people", who in spite of all our problems in recent years, still have more freedom and the 

good things of life than any other place. In our "free" society, supposedly any subject may be 

freely discussed under our system of "free speech".  

But any honest person knows, that in recent years we have seen a phenomenon develop in 

this free nation, in which things which are not considered "politically correct", may not be 

discussed with impunity. Two of the strongest of these has become "race" and "Judaism". To 

hint that there is any difference in races, even when they are easily discernible, is to be 

labeled with the terrible label of "racist". (That is, if you are white). A Black, or colored 

person can do this, and it is not considered to be incorrect.  

But even more touchy than race, especially in the branch of Christianity called Judeo-

Christianity which embraces most of the major Protestant denominations, any intelligent 

discussion on Jews, Judaism, Talmudism or Zionism, or even any attempt to look into truth in 

these areas, is met with the epithet of "anti-Semitic", which in the eyes of some Christians is 

worse than blasphemy against God Himself. Immediately they raise a howl and quote 



Genesis 12:3 - "I will curse them that curse thee," never realizing that Abraham was not a 

Jew.  

You can go into most any good bookstore and purchase books on the world's religions. The 

Koran, the Bible of the Muslim is available, as are the writings of Buddhism, Confusianism, 

Mormonism, Catholicism and Protestantism. But there is one religion in the world which you 

must not study and that is Judaism.  

As soon as you mention Judaism, there is a sudden curtain drawn around these people and 

their religion and even the Christian pastor, who elevates them to God's Chosen status, knows 

very little about them or their religion. More, he doesn't want you to try and gain information 

regarding them either.  

In Romans 9:6-7, the Apostle Paul states clearly: "...For they are not all Israel, which are of 

Israel, neither because they are of Abraham are they all children: But (because of this) in 

ISAAC SHALL THY SEED BE CALLED"! What does he mean by these seemingly 

contradictory words?  

When Jesus spoke to the Jewish leaders in John 8:32, stating: "If ye will know the truth, the 

truth will set you free," they haughtily replied in verse 33: "We be Abraham's seed and were 

never in bondage to any man". What did they mean by this? If they were to be believed, and 

we have no reason not to believe their statement, they were plainly saying: "We are 

Abraham's seed through Esau/Edom". For anyone who has studied Scripture, knows that 

Israel was in bondage in Egypt. If they or their father's had never been in bondage, then they 

could not possibly have been Israelites.  

There is only one people in the world who have been named after Isaac, Abraham's son of the 

covenant, and they are the Anglo-Saxon and related peoples of the world, white people, if 

you will, who have been known down through thousands of years as SACEA; SAC-SONS; 

ISAACS'S SONS and are know called SAXONS. God said to Abraham: "In ISAAC shall thy 

seed be called (or named)". Who do you believe, God or your "brainwashed" pastor?  

Yet, such is the power of the "brainwashing" which has been carried out against our people 

by the enemy, that many Christian pastors immediately cry "prejudice; un-Christian pride," 

when it is even hinted at, that maybe the White nations of the world, the ANGLO-SAXONS, 

are the true Israelites, not the anti-Christ people we call Jews.  

It seems extremely sad to me, that our religious leaders have been willing to accept as God's 

elect, those who hate our Lord and His church worse than any heathen and who have openly 

declared, over the centuries, their intention to destroy "White Christian civilization". Not only 

have they declared this in books written by their own people, and in public speeches, but have 

shown it by their actions against Christianity.  

Take a few minutes to examine those who have been instrumental in having prayer and Bible 

reading removed from our public schools; who have had the sacred symbols of Christianity 

removed during our Christian holidays, (In fact they have heathenized these holidays for 

gain). Look at those who own and operate the abortion clinics which yearly murder over 2 

million unborn babies; those who own the liquor and dope industries; those who run the 

prostitution rackets; those who push the immorality of the theater, Hollywood and TV; those 



who promote the Satanic world of rock music, and I'll guarantee you that the bulk of these 

will be Jews, far exceeding their percentage of the population.  

Yet an honest examination of Scripture and history will prove to any honestly searching soul, 

that only the White nations of Christendom bear the Scriptural "fingerprints" which "true 

Israel" was to exhibit in these "last days".  

Jesus Himself gave us some definite teachings regarding the Jews which most of our pastors 

have chosen to ignore. In John 10:26, speaking very plainly to the Jewish leaders He stated: 

"But ye (Jews) believe not, because ye are NOT OF MY SHEEP (emphasis added)". This 

seems mighty plain to me! How can you mistake it?  

In John 8:44, speaking to the Jewish leaders, He states: "Ye are of your father the devil, and 

the lusts of your father ye will do. He was a murderer from the beginning and abode not in 

the truth, because there is no truth in him. When he speaketh a lie, he speaketh of his own; for 

he is a liar, and the father of it". (There are some in identity who teach that this is a literal, 

physical heritage between the Jews and Satan, going back to the Garden of Eden, where they 

say that Mother Eve's sin was sexual union with Satan, and that as a result, she gave birth to 

Cain, who was a son of Satan, and the father of the Jewish race. For several obvious 

scriptural reasons I do not believe this, but I certainly do believe that Satan is their spiritual 

father, for they do his deeds.) Satan's first lie was to Mother Eve in the Garden (Gen 3:4) 

when he assured her that if she disobeyed God, she would not die, but that she would become 

as smart as God. This touched on her womanly vanity and she sinned. I'm sure it wasn't 

eating an apple! But it most assuredly wasn't sex with Satan, since Gen. 4:1, clearly states 

that after their expulsion from the Garden, Adam had sexual relations with Eve, she got 

pregnant and gave birth to a son they named Cain. There is not even a hint of any third person 

involvement here.  

In Matthew 23:2, Jesus warned the Judean people, many of whom were Israelites, that the 

Pharisees had usurped Moses' seat of authority, and when they told Him that they followed 

Moses' teaching, He exploded this lie by stating: "If ye had believed Moses, ye would have 

believed Me; for he wrote of Me." (John 5:46).  

Then our Master went on to accuse these religious hypocrites of turning their converts into 

"two-fold more a child of hell then themselves", (Matt. 23:15).  

Finally, in Rev. 2:9, 3:9, our risen Lord warned His people about those who "say they are 

Jews Judeans) and are not; but are of the synagogue of Satan". This was never more true than 

today, where at least 90% of the Jews, according to their own leaders, are not Semitic, but 

come from a Turco-Mongolian background and are known as ASHKENAZIM.  

In 1 Thess. 2:15, the apostle Paul accused the Jews of killing the Lord Jesus and their own 

prophets, and then clearly said "of them: and they please not God, and are contrary to all men  

In Titus 1:10, he further warns that there are "many unruly and vain talkers, and deceivers, 

SPECIALLY THEY OF THE CIRCUMCISION (Jews), whose mouths must be stopped, 

who subvert whole houses (families), teaching things which they ought not, for filthy lucre's 

(money's) sake". (Emphasis added).  



Yet with all these, and many more admonitions concerning the Jews, our religious leaders 

still insist that the Jews are God's Chosen. It all boils down to whom you will believe. The 

Bible, as the Word of God, or some deceived preacher or priest.  

Dr. Benjamin Freedman, a well-known Jew, who was advisor to seven different presidents 

and a personal friend to the powerful Jew, Bernard Baruch, was converted to Christianity at a 

late age. In his enlightening book FACTS ARE FACTS, he states: "For every ounce of good 

you accomplish through the conversion of a self-styled Jew (Rev. 2:9; 3:9) to the Christian 

"faith, you do a ton of harm in another direction  

He goes on to say: "The Christian faith today stands on the cross roads of it's destiny. The 

Divine and Sacred mission of the church (ecclessia) is in jeopardy today to a degree never 

witnessed in it's 2,000 years of history.  

"If the day ever arrives, when Christians can no longer profess their Christian faith (and this 

is the major goal of International Zionism today), then we will see the 'beginning of the end"'.  

The world-wide plot of the Satanic conspirators, has been implemented as most Christians 

have been asleep. Most of our clergy seem either ignorant or indifferent concerning the plot 

to destroy Christianity, while other eagerly with the enemy. It makes me cringe and shudder, 

when I see so-called Christian ministers like Jack Van Impe, Peter LeLonde and others, as 

they openly back the anti-Christ's of Zionism, the one's Jesus told; "You believe not, because 

ye are not of my sheep," (John 10:26). The very one's our Lord accused of turning their 

converts into "twice the child of hell as themselves," (Matt. 23:15).  

These men and thousands of more who stand behind the pulpits of our Christian churches, 

seem to bury their heads in the sands of indifference or ignorance. This indifference has dealt 

such a blow to the Christian faith in America, that we can see 50-million "born again" 

Christians in a country, which is headed for hell, faster than at any time in its existence. 

Something has to be tragically wrong with the church which has lost its power to hold back 

corruption.  

In Jeremiah 23:22, we are told that if the pastors of Israel "would preach the whole counsel of 

God's Word, the people would turn from their wicked ways". This has not happened, in spite 

of all the glowing reports we hear from the charismatic crowd, about the great revivals which 

are sweeping America. It could very well be possible that thousands are flocking to the altar 

and are being baptized and join the church, but the power of God to stop corruption is not one 

of the things they exhibit in their new found Christian life, and as a result of "Christian salt 

which has lost it's savor " (it's ability to act as salt and hold back. corruption), America 

wallows in the mire of her sin.  

Christians need a spiritual Paul Revere to ride across this land, warning our people, White 

Christians in particular, that the enemy is closing in on us.  

Who are these enemies of Christ and Christianity? They are the same force the Apostle Paul 

warned against in 1 Thess. 2:15 - "who killed their own prophets, and the Lord Jesus", and 

now are persecuting and attempting to destroy His church.  



The confusion in the minds of the average American Christian stems from the confusion in 

the minds of their church leaders. Confusion always creates doubt! Doubt creates loss of 

confidence! Loss of confidence causes ultimate defeat!  

The present confusion in the minds of Christians would not exist if the clergy were not 

"aiding and abetting" the enemies of Christ, who have openly declared their intention to 

destroy everything the clergy say they stand for. It seems amazingly stupid to me, to see an 

intelligent man or woman, support someone who has openly declared their intention of 

destroying them. Yet this is happening in the church, in more instances than not.  

I believe that Christian clergy in America, Catholic and Protestant alike, are solely 

responsible for the internal forces within the Christian faith, which are fighting against the 

best interests of Christ. If Christians had stood for Cod, and obeyed Him fifty years ago, 

America would not be in the mess it is in today. We can no longer afford to allow our clergy 

to "pussy-foot" around with the truth, because they are afraid of hurting someone's feelings, 

or because it is "politically incorrect" to speak the truth!  

Countless Christians today, are standing on the sidelines of this gigantic struggle for survival, 

watching as their faith "withers on the vine", and their freedom is being destroyed by the anti-

Christ's. Many clergymen are allies of the enemies without knowing it, while others have 

become willing "prostitutes" of the enemy, because of the monetary values, and the 

popularity they gain.  

Today we see Church leaders of gigantic stature, such as Dr. Billy Graham, who refuse to 

take a stand on issues such as abortion, homosexuality, and immorality in our government 

leaders, and has actually stated that the prolifigate we now have as President Bill Clinton, is a 

great Christian leader  

Yet I remember a few years ago, when the president of a prominent Christian college told me 

that when he asked Dr. Graham why he had softened his stand on communism, he refused to 

answer. But Billy's wife Ruth stated: "Dr.... we intend to do anything necessary to fill the 

football stadiums There's 99% of your answer for apostate preaching. Or as we read in Titus 

1:11- they do it "for filthy lucre's sake". (Love of money).  

The cup of the Christian church has been made more bitter, when we realize that we are being 

betrayed by our church leaders. When Christians see their spiritual leaders in retreat, which 

can bring only defeat, they too become confused and afraid! To stop this surrender, 

parishioners MUST demand that their religious leaders take a stand against the intangible and 

often invisible enemies of Christ and His church. 

 

 

 

 



The Rapture Hoax! 

For twenty years, as a Baptist evangelist, I preached a message which went something like 

this: The Rapture of the saint's has to do with Christ's Second Coming. It will occur in two 

stages. The first time He will come silently and secretly, as a thief in the night, to snatch His 

bride, the church, off this earth and take her to heaven. Then a super-wicked individual called 

the anti-Christ, will take over and rule this world for seven years. During his rule there will 

be great tribulation (trouble) on the earth. But at the end of this seven years, Christ will return 

with His church, to destroy the anti-Christ and set up His millennial (1,000 year) kingdom".  

Literally tens of thousands of sermons have been preached using this same format, which is 

based on four scripture verses found in the New Testament (nothing closely resembling this is 

mentioned in the Old Testament). These sermons con-tend that the next appearance of Christ 

will be "secret and silent, coming as a thief in the night".  

It should be of interest to concerned Christians, that this theory was never taught in the 

Apostolic church, and it was not taught in America until the middle of the 1800's, when a 

theory which had been expounded by a Jesuit priest in the early 1500's was revived. It was 

further promoted by a socalled vision by a Scottish lassie of charismatic persuasion, named 

Margaret McDonald. This vision caught the attention of John Darby, founder of the Brethren 

church, and took off like wildfire in England and America. It received a "shot in the arm" 

from the footnotes of the Scofield Reference Bible, which have literally become "sacred writ" 

to millions of fundamental and evangelical Christians.  

Some of you who read this will be deeply disturbed and resentful, because what I have to say 

will go against what you have been taught in your church. I pray that you will be honest 

enough to take what I say, and check it out with what the Bible teaches, rather than by what 

your pastor says it says!  

The Rapture theory is a wonderful thing to believe in and I can tell you that it is a powerful 

tool in the hands of an evangelist. I know from personal experience, for I often used it myself. 

But it is a false doctrine, which gives Christians a false sense of security, and turns potential 

"soldiers of the cross," into "spiritual babies, who hide in their spiritual foxholes, folding their 

holy hands in prayer, as they ask Jesus to come back and rescue them from the results of their 

apathy."  

There are many false doctrines which make men and women feel good, but which are fatal:  

(1) The doctrine that all men and women will eventually be saved, regardless of what they do 

with Jesus Christ.  

(2) That Christians will spend eternity in heaven, when the Word teaches that Christ's 

Kingdom will be here on this earth. In Rev. 21:2, we read that the "New Jerusalem" will 

come down to men on this earth. We will not go to heaven to reside in it.  

(3) The teaching that Christ did away with God's Law at Calvary and that now that we are 

under "grace", we no longer need to obey His law. Yet He said Himself, that He did not come 

to do away with the law and the prophets, but to "fulfill them". The Apostle Paul says: "Do 

we make void the law, by faith? God forbid! 



There are many others which are brewed with "poison from the kitchen of hell". But probably 

none has done as much damage as that of the Rapture.  

I recently received the following letter from a Baptist preacher in the State of Washington, 

who I have known and respected for many years, for his staunch stand against sin. Yet here is 

what he had to say about the Rapture:  

"Like all true evangelists, fundamental pastors, teachers and missionaries, my church believes 

that Jesus is returning soon, even before the tribulation begins! Dr. Jack Van Impe (a 

Christian Zionist preacher - Editor) believes we have less than five years to prepare for WW 

III, which will come during the tribulation. (I received this letter three years ago). We agree! 

This means that Jesus will come back and take us off (Rapture) this planet at any time.  

"Then we will return, all fifty million of us, after seven years, with Jesus back to earth where 

we will rule and reign with Him for a thousand years.  

"Millions of post-tribulation (those who believe Christ will return after the Tribulation), 

Catholics, Lutherans, and other Protestants still do not believe this truth. Nevertheless, like 

great Christians of the past, we still believe in the Pre-Trib Rapture, even after sixty years.  

"I personally believe every true, "born again" Christian will be caught up into a huge angelic 

spacecraft in a split second of time, whether they believe this or not! We shall all go together! 

AMEN! Perhaps before you read this letter, we shall be caught up together. See you then!". 

(UNQ)  

I wrote a long letter to this brother, quoting from Scripture, which refutes his theory. I 

sincerely doubt that it did much good, since like most Judeo-Christians, his mind is so 

"encased in denominational cement", it will take the "dynamite of God" to blow it loose to 

where he will even look at the truth of the Word. I know from sad personal experience of 

fifty years in the fundamental church. This includes two earned degrees in religion. It took a 

traumatic experience to gain my attention, so that I would study and see what the Scriptures 

really say about this.  

In all my years of "rubbing shoulders" with fundamentalist church leaders, I never heard a 

pastor or seminarian discuss the fact that when Jesus was discussing His Second Coming with 

His disciples in Matthew 24 and Luke 21. He never hinted at anything like a Rapture. It 

would seem to me that any-thing as important as this, would have had a prominent part in His 

discussion. Instead, He said that world conditions in the closing out days of this age, would 

become so bad, that all life on planet earth would be endangered. But that for the sake of His 

"elect", (which have never been the Jews, by the way, but which are Israelite believers), He 

would return and put a stop to the destruction. (See Matt. 24:22).  

Any intelligent Christian should be able to reason, that if Christ did not mention a 

RAPTURE, it was probably because there was no such thing. He did say that before His 

return, Judaism would lay hands on Christians, persecuting them in their synagogues, 

imprisoning and killing them for His name's sake. A little honest study will show you that we 

are under Zionist control in this country now, and that the Waco incident was a Mossad 

planned operation.  



In vs 36, Jesus admonishes His people to "Watch ye therefore, and pray always, that ye may 

be accounted worthy (GK - KATAXIOO [2661J meaning: "entirely worthy" (to escape all 

these things that shall come to pass, and stand before the Son of man"). No Rapture 

envisioned here! (Possibly an escape such as that experienced by the Hebrew children in 

Daniel 3:13-18.) Do you have so little faith in our Cod, that you don't believe He has the 

power to save His people during the Great Tribulation?  

Isn't it rather presumptuous for American Christians who have never suffered persecution for 

Christ, to expect to be exempt from suffering, when tens of millions of our Christian brethren 

have died for their faith in such places as Russia and China?  

It might be of interest to mention here, that the under-ground Christian church in China, 

which survived the communist persecution, were the ones who did not believe in the Rapture. 

They escaped to the hills when the warning signs became strong, while those who accepted 

the Rapture theory stayed behind to be murdered, because they had been told that Christ 

would rescue them.  

These unfortunate Christians in China, are like those Christians in America, who say today: 

"We don't have to worry about what our government does, for we are saved you know, and 

Jesus is coming back to rapture us out of this mess, before it gets all that bad!"  

In His Matthew discourse, the first hint of His Second Coming is found in vs 30 which is 

"immediately following the tribulation." Not "before", but "after".  

In Luke 21:26, our Lord tells us that men's hearts would fail them through fear, as they see 

the things which are coming to pass on the earth". It will be "after" this terrible period, not 

"before" that they will see the sign of His return (Vs 27).  

We are already living in this prophesied period of "great fear," where suicide, caused by fear 

is now one of the major causes of death in this country. The psychologists and psychiatrists, 

who are supposed to be able to tell us what's wrong, are killing themselves off four times 

faster than the rest of us "nuts".  

I do not hesitate to state that more potential "soldiers of the cross have been neutralized by 

the Rapture teaching, and turned into "panty-waisted, sissy-britches, religious cowards", who 

cower in their spiritual foxholes in fear, as they fold their holy hands and pray for Jesus to 

rapture them out of the mess which was caused by their own apathy, than any other weapon 

the enemy has been able to throw at us. How they must laugh, as they hear our pastors 

pontificate on a rapture, they know they have invented.  

Jesus discussing Christians in Matthew 5:13, indicated that they were to be the "salt of the 

earth." The major property of salt is to hold back corruption. Then He said: "But if the salt 

has lost it's SAVOR, (it's ability to act as salt) it is good for nothing but the garbage heap".  

There is no doubt in my mind, that the large majority of the 50-million "born agains" in 

America fall into this category, for by their fruits shall ye know them". Many are so spineless, 

they will not even bow their heads in a public restaurant and say "grace" for fear that 

someone will laugh at them. Do you expect such a one to stand up to real tribulation?  



These folks want Jesus as Savior all right; sort of a "celestial fire insurance policy" to keep 

them out of hell, but they do not want to accept Him as King. For when they do, then they 

MUST acknowledge His right to control their lives, and neither they or their pastors, want to 

give up "doing their own thing!" You may say that I'm judging. But I'm not! I'm merely 

following the Bible admonition: "By their fruits shall ye know them," or as one other 

wiseman once said; "What you do shouts so loud I can't hear what you say!"  

In an area along the Gulf Coast of Mississippi, which has become known as the "Gambling 

Center of the Deep South", as dozens of casinos have sprung up in the last few years. The 

Catholic church has held Saturday night masses to accommodate their people for some time, 

so they can take off all day Sunday and enjoy themselves, you know. In the city of Gulfport, 

one of the large Baptist churches now holds weeknight services for those of it's members who 

work in the casinos on the Lord's Day. Apparently these good folks have never been told that 

Christians must never compromise and should "avoid even the very appearance of evil".  

Do you mean to tell me that 50-million "born again" Christians who can't or won't effect 

American politics towards a Christian government, will come back with Jesus on His return 

to "rule and reign with Him". My Bible, which by the way is the King James Version, tells 

me in Rev. 2 and 3, that only the OVERCOMERS will "rule and reign" with Him. You can't 

do much OVERCOMING when you are hiding in a spiritual foxhole.  

You preachers who have been "seduced" into preaching this theory better start thinking what 

will happen, when your parishioners wake up in the middle of the Tribulation and find out 

that you have lied to them. People have been lynched for much less than this and I would not 

want to be in your shoes! Not only will many so-called Christians become prime candidates 

for the "great falling away" of 2 Thess. 2:3, but they will be looking, with "blood in their 

eyes", for the religious leaders who lied to them and led them astray!  

Christ taught His disciples and gave them a clear understanding of who would be taken from 

the earth on His return and who would be left, in His Parables of the Wheat and the Tares, 

and of the Good and Bad Fish in Matthew 13. In both these parables, it was the "good that 

remained and were gathered into His barn", while the evil were cast out of the kingdom and 

destroyed. Neither of these Parables needs any explanation, they are that clear in their 

meaning. It is only fallible preachers, who have clouded their meaning through false teaching.  

The Rapturists base their theory primarily on one scripture, 1 Thess. 4:17. To do this is 

inconsistency of the worst kind and "slipshod" theological thinking. It is a violation of the 

Biblical principle which requires at least two witnesses to establish a fact, and puts one verse 

of Scripture in conflict with at least fifty which refute it.  

There must be something drastically wrong with this thinking, when we see where Jesus said 

that scripture cannot be broken (John 10:35) and we KNOW that God is not the "author of 

confusion", (1 Cor. 14:33); neither is He "... a man, that He should lie (have contradictions in 

His Word)", (Num. 28:19).  

I dare you to put aside all the pre-conceived notions and teachings you may have received on 

the Rapture, and honestly sit down and see for yourself what the Bible has to say about it. 

Any normally intelligent person can do this, and you don't have to have a seminary trained 

preacher, looking over your shoulder to tell you what the Word says. I guarantee that if you 

do this honestly, you will not be able to accept the Rapture teaching.  



The word RAPTURE cannot be found anywhere in the Bible, Old or New Testament. The 

two most accurate Bible Concordances, Strong's and Young's do not even list the word.  

A key phrase used by Rapture teachers is 1 Thess 2:17, which states that we will "meet the 

Lord in the air". They explain this to mean, that we will ascend into the sky to meet the Lord 

on His return, and then go back to heaven with Him for 3-1/2 years while the Tribulation 

rages on earth.  

But a little study into the English word AIR, in both the Young's and Strong's Concordances, 

will show that it comes from the Greek word AER, and it has nothing to do with the 

stratosphere.  

Other places where this Greek word is used are in Acts 22:23 - "...and threw dust into the Air 

(AER)." In 2 Cor. 9:26 - as one that beateth the AIR (AER)"; 1 Cor. 14:9 - ye shall speak into 

the AIR (AER)." None of these have to do with the clouds, or the upper regions of the air, for 

that is not the meaning of the word, as most preachers say. This can be easily understood by 

anyone, with a little study using a good Concordance.  

According to what the Scriptures teach, you Christians are not going to suffer nosebleed 

because of the high altitude you will be in when Christ returns. You are in the AER right now 

and yet your feet are firmly planted on "terra firma", you will be in the same AER when He 

returns.  

But what about that scripture which says "caught up together with them (the dead in Christ 

who have been raised first) in the clouds?" How do you explain this?  

The Rapturists like to use Noah as an Old Testament type of the Rapture, by saying that as 

Noah was lifted off the earth by the flood water in his ark, so we will be lifted off the earth in 

the Rapture. But please note, Noah did not go into the heavens, he was still in the AER. He 

was breathing the same oxygen he had breathed for over 120 years.  

There are several Scriptures in which "divine clouds" come down to earth. One is in Matt. 

17:5 at Christ's transfiguration (see also Mark 9:7 and Luke 9:35).  

In 1 Cor. 10:12, the apostle Paul speaks of Israel's passing through the Red Sea in these 

words: "and they (Israel) were all baptized unto Moses in the cloud (this cloud MUST have 

come down to earth, since Israel was in the sea) and in the sea".  

In Hebrews 12:1, we are told that Christians are "compassed (encircled or enclosed) about 

with so great a CLOUD of witnesses". A little study will show you that this "great cloud of 

witnesses" are the same ones we find in Rev. 6:10, who are crying out to God for vengeance 

against those who have persecuted them.  

It is these departed saints who return with Christ in 1 Thess 4:14, to be reunited with their 

resurrected bodies, along with those Christians who are still alive on the earth, and whose 

bodies will be changed in the twinkling of an eye".  

There is nothing here about a Rapture, unless you use the most vivid imagination. There is 

nothing here about a "space flight' to heaven.  



In Acts 1:11, we see where Jesus went directly from earth into a cloud that received Him out 

of their sight". The angelic beings in verse 10, 11, predicted that He would come back in 

exactly the same manner. There is no hint of His returning to earth, taking His people with 

Him to heaven, and then returning a third time as many Rapturists teach. Once a person 

begins to "suppose, it becomes extremely difficult for them to stop "supposing".  

"And the dead in Christ shall rise (Greek - ANESTEMEI; meaning, to sit up; be resurrected") 

first. Then we (Christians) who are alive (see 1 Cor. 15:51) and remain (on earth in the AER) 

shall be caught up (Greek - HARPAZO - meaning: "made one", not "caught up") together (at 

the same time) in the CLOUDS, (a part of that "great cloud of witnesses who shall be made 

perfect on this earth, in the AER) and so shall we always be with the Lord". (In the AER, on 

this earth, not in heaven, forever.) If God's Kingdom was to be in heaven, why do you think 

Jesus taught His disciples and us to pray: "Thy Kingdom come, Thy will be done IN EARTH, 

as it is in heaven". Heaven is God's abode, but we who have been over-comers will "rule and 

reign with Him here on earth", not in heaven. And our eternal home throughout the years of 

eternity will be on the new earth, with a new heaven. That is what John saw in Rev. 21:1-2, 

when he saw the Holy City, the New Jerusalem, coming DOWN TO EARTH, out of heaven.  

Thank God, I will not spend eternity sitting on some fluffy cloud, strumming on a guitar. I 

intend to be very busy in the King's business, during the eons of eternity.  

Notice how in the Thessalonian passage, the Lord descends from heaven before we are 

HARPAZO, (made one with Him). Just as the New Jerusalem comes down to earth, so we 

who are still alive will remain here. There is no hint of us going to heaven via spacecraft or 

any other way. We will forever be with the Lord, in His new heavens and earth, right here.  

If we look closely at the meaning of the Greek word HARPAZO, (and there are six of them), 

we will see that in this instance it means "to be made one". When we understand that we will 

become one with the Lord on His return to earth, then much of the mystery generated by the 

Rapture theory will be removed from this wonderful and comforting scripture.  

This would make 1 Thess 4:17, become an answer to the King's prayer in John 17:21, when 

He prayed: " that they (Christians) all may be one; as Thou Father art in Me, and I in Thee, 

that they also be one in us; that the world (order) may believe that Thou hast sent Me".  

Another passage in 2 Thess. 2:7, is used by the Rapturists in a feeble attempt to prove that 

both Christians, and the Holy Spirit will be absent from this earth during the Tribulation 

period. This verse says, and remember it was written in the First Century A.D. before the 

destruction of Jerusalem by the Romans: "For the mystery of iniquity doth already work (is 

operating at this time); only he who now letteth (Greek '(ATECHO, meaning: 'to hold down; 

to possess; to keep, etc.,') will let until he be taken out of the way".  

There is a wide-spread disagreement among Bible, scholars as to who this "restrainer" really 

is. Most seem to believe it is the Holy Spirit. But I do not believe this makes scriptural sense, 

since the word "he" is not capitalized, as it would be if it referred to the Holy Spirit.  

These brethren "assume" (here we have this word again) that the Holy Spirit will be removed 

from earth before the Tribulation begins and that because He indwells believers, they MUST 

of necessity be gone too. But if the Holy Spirit is indeed missing during the Tribulation, what 

force keeps the Tribulation saints faithful unto death? (I realize that many Rapturists, and I 



was one of them, teach that if you don't get saved before the rapture, there is no hope for 

you). Yet scripture indicates that there will be a huge number of persons "saved" during the 

Tribulation. (See Rev. 20:4). Many are going to be executed during the Tribulation because 

of their witness for the Lord Jesus Christ. How did these get saved if the Holy Spirit is gone? 

Since scripture teaches that only as a man or woman is led by the Spirit, can they be saved. 

Does it make sense that 144,000 Jewish evangelists (at least this is what the Judeo-Christian 

church says they are) can do a better job of evangelizing the world in seven years, than the 

Holy Spirit and His preachers have done in 2,000? It doesn't make sense, especially when one 

realizes that nothing is said here about 144,000 Jewish evangelists. They are all Israelites, and 

there is a vast difference between Jew and Israelite.  

The Bible indicates clearly that in order for a man or woman to be "saved", they MUST be 

"called" or "led" by the Holy Spirit into repentance. If this is true, then how can the vast 

multitude saved during the Trib period become Christians, if the Holy Spirit is gone? (Rev. 

6:9, 11). (Vs 11 indicates that there will be many more killed, than those found under the 

altar.)  

I believe this disproves the Rapturist claim that the anti-Christ can't appear while the Holy 

Spirit is still here. Ask your pastor to show you the words in 2 Thess. 2:7, which can be 

translated Holy Spirit, and he can't do it, because they are not there.  

While all passages in the Bible dealing with Christ's Second Coming (and I do oh so much 

believe in it!) are not exactly alike, they are all in harmony and never contradict each other.  

In 1 Thess. 4:17, nothing is said about where Christians are supposed to go after they "meet 

the Lord in the air". Raptunsts, assume again, that they go to heaven. But we are not told that!  

Zechariah 14:14, which describes Christ's Second Coming, says that Jesus will stand on the 

Mt. of Olives, outside Jerusalem, but it does not even hint that He will have His saints with 

Him. The argument of "silence" can be effectively used to prove that there is no Rapture at 

Christ's Second Coming. There is no "bloodshed and battle" mentioned in 1 Thess 4:17, and 

this passage omits the part about our bodies being changed, as mentioned in 1 Cor. 15:51-53. 

But because the wordings are different, does not mean they are speaking of separate events.  

If the Pre-Trib Rapture of the saints was supposed to be such a big event in the lives of 

Christians, why did Jesus never mention it? Again the argument of "silence" can effectively 

be used. He didn't mention it, because it wasn't going to happen!  

The Rapturists have developed an unusual ability to use both "inductive" and "deductive" 

reasoning to prove their arguments.  

"Deductive reasoning" is a logical though process where one comes to a conclusion based on 

a set of "premises." Example: "Since all men are apes; this particular man we are speaking 

about MUST be an ape".  

"Inductive Reasoning" is a logical though process in which a conclusion is proposed, which 

contains more information than that which can be obtained through observation. Example: 

"Since every crow ever seen has been black; therefore ALL crows MUST be black".  



Using these thought processes, the Rapturists say that since the church cannot be found in the 

book of Revelation after chapter four, therefore it is logical to assume that it MUST have 

been Raptured out of the world.  

It might be of interest to know that nowhere in the New Testament is the Greek word for 

CHURCH ever used. In every case, the English word CHURCH, comes from the Greek word 

ECCLESIA, which literally means: "an assembly of called out ones". No where does it refer 

to a place of worship.  

There are a number of indications after Rev. 4, that the "ecclesia" are still here. In 6:3, the 

angels are told: "Hurt not the earth, neither the sea, nor the trees, till we have sealed the 

servants of our God in their foreheads". Who are these servants of God, if they aren't the 

saved ecclesia? They are not 144,000 Jews, of this you can be sure.  

In Rev. 12:17, we are told "And the dragon was wroth with the woman (Israel), and went to 

make war with the remnant (those left alive) of her seed, which keep the commandments of 

God, and have the testimony of Jesus Christ". This could only refer to the "ecclesia". In Rev. 

13:7, we see where the beast, which most Bible scholars equate with the anti-Christ", was 

given unto him to make war with the saints, and to overcome them; and power was given 

unto him (the anti-Christ) over all kindreds, and tongues, and nations". Folks, this is the 

"ecclesia", the "born again" one's He is speaking about. They are here on earth, not Raptured 

off to heaven. These are but a few of the instances where the "ecclesia" is mentioned after 

Chapter four of Revelation.  

If you check closely in the New Testament, you will find that "saints"; "body of Christ"; and 

CHURCH (ecclesia) are synonymous terms. They all refer to the same people.  

Since saints are mentioned 13 times in the book of Revelation after Chapter four, and are on 

earth during all the incidents which take place during this time, therefore the CHURCH-

ECCLESIA, the "called out one's" MUST of necessity be on earth during the Great 

Tribulation, they have not been Raptured!  

In Rev. 13:10, we read about the "patience and faith of the saints". In 17:6, we see where the 

"whore system" of Babylon is "drunk with the blood of the saints and the martyrs of Jesus".  

So the CHURCH MUST of necessity be on earth during the Tribulation, if they are being 

martyred. You can't throw these scriptures out just because they don't agree with what you 

have been taught!  

In Rev. 20:9, we are told that Gog and Magog "went up and surrounded the camp of the 

saints". The Rapturists would have you believe that these are Jews the Word is speaking 

about. Some say it refers to the 144,000 of chapter 7. But if you want to be real technical 

about it, only one of these twelve tribes can even remotely be considered as Jewish, and that 

is the tribe of Judah. No my Christian friend, the Jews are not "all of Israel," in fact the 

people we call Jews today have no part with Israel in any way. The majority of them are 

TurcoMongolian by background, and their forefathers never set foot in Palestine. The Jewish 

leaders today who scream that God gave them the land of Palestine, are all heathen to the 

family of Abraham.  



The TRIBULATION SAINTS ARE OVERCOMERS - the RAPTURISTS ARE COPPER-

OUTERS! One overcomes, while the other hides in a spiritual foxhole, expecting His Lord to 

handle the dirty work for him.  

Some Rapturists use Luke 21:36 "...pray always that you may be accounted worthy to escape 

all these things that shall come to pass and stand before the Son of man." Do you consider 

yourself WORTHY, my Rapturist friend, when you don't have the intestinal fortitude to stand 

up for Jesus when things get tough? How many of you can honestly say you have been 

"persecuted for righteousness sake?" Very few, I'm certain.  

I have the uncomfortable feeling that the translators of the King James Bible, may have bitten 

off too much when they used the word ESCAPE. The Greek word used here was 

EKPHEUCO,which literally means: "to flee out", or "to run away". Listen to how the New 

Jerusalem Bible has translated this. It makes much more sense: "Stay awake! praying at all 

times for the strength to survive all that is going to happen, and stand with confidence before 

the Son of man". Instead of praying for an escape through a Rapture, you should be praying 

that Cod will give you the strength to survive!  

How can a Christian do this, when he spends most of his time looking for a means to escape 

the result of his own stupidity and apathy?  

When C. I. Scofield taught that the RESTRAINER of 2 Thess 2:17 was the Holy Spirit, a 

much greater Bible scholar, and a much more dedicated Christian ("By their fruits shall ye 

know them") named Oswald Smith said: "There is no mention of the Holy Spirit in this verse. 

That is Scofield's Bible assumption (my how that word keeps cropping up). The Holy Spirit 

and the church (Ecclesia) remain in the world until the end of the age."  

Jesus predicted that the "wheat" and "tares" were to grow together and come to maturity, and 

that one of His acts on His return, would be to "gather His wheat" into the barn, while He 

destroys the "tares". That "barn" is not the Rapture!  

Any honest student of Christian history should recognize that the Rapture Theory was never 

taught in the Apostolic Church, nor was it taught in the Reformation church, by men such as 

Luther, Calvin, and Wesley. The early American Baptists, Methodists, Presbyterians, etc., did 

not teach it!  

So instead of sitting in an easy chair, or in a comfortable cushioned seat in an air-conditioned 

"church, with your mouth agape and your eyes popping" as some prophetic preacher 

pontificates on the Rapture, or the battle of Armageddon, why don't you spend some time on 

your knees, with your Bible, seeing what it really says, and preparing yourself for survival 

when these times come. It's going to be mighty difficult if you wait until they transpire, 

especially when you don't believe it will happen to you.  

You don't need a "brainwashed" pastor from some seminary, to tell you what the Word 

teaches. Think for yourself for a change and let the Word explain the Word!  

   

   



Some Other Fallacies Taught  

In The Judeo-Christian Churches! 

A - MISCEGENATION.  

Dr. Billy Graham, the inter-nationally known Baptist evangelist, often tells young people that 

it is God's will for them to marry inter-racially, as long as both of them are "saved". This is 

the same Billy Graham who recently defended our prolifgate President, Bill Clinton, by 

calling him a fine Christian who would have made a great evangelist. (No doubt one of the 

TV kind.) But what does the Book teach?  

Beginning in the first chapter of the Bible, Gen. 1:21, 24-25, we see where God created 

"every living thing AFTER IT'S OWN KIND". He set in force an eternal law, as sure as the 

"law of gravity", or the "law of harvest", which has never been and never will be changed! 

This unalterable Law states that everything must propagate "after it's own kind".  

Every living creature was CREATED to reproduce after it's own kind, and in the realm of 

nature, we never see this law broken. Dumb animals like cattle, horses, dogs, etc., do not 

mate with other kinds". It is only man who breaks this law of God, with tragic results 

observable down through the ages of history.  

It is a clearly observable fact that down through the 6,000 years of written history, every great 

civilization which has ever existed, began it's down hill slide to oblivion, or Third World 

status, through "race mixing". I realize that this is not a "politically acceptable" idea in this 

age, but it is as true as the "law of gravity", and applies to everyone. For example, a 

billionaire and a tramp, can go to the sixtieth floor of one of our big city skyscrapers, and 

stand on a window ledge. The tramp can "bail out" and will splatter on the pavement below. 

The fabulously rich man can shout: "I'm different than that poor tramp! I've got a billion 

dollars in the bank; I'm a renowned business man; I have worldly power". He "bails out" too. 

What happens? When he lands, he splatters over the pavement just like the poor tramp, and 

when you look at the two grease blobs on the pavement, you can't tell which is the poor tramp 

and which the rich man. Why? Because that is what the law of gravity says will happen, if 

you jump out a sixtieth story window.  

So when one race mates with another, and breaks this law, this law takes effect and in time 

will destroy them and their progeny. If you don't want to accept this, look at the country of 

Portugal, which in the Seventeenth Century was a world power. Then her people began to 

interracially marry, and she went to pot, until today she is a Third World power. It has 

happened innumerable times.  

God placed this law into effect as a safeguard for all the living things, and when this law is 

broken disaster results. This is one of the major reasons we see "miscegenation" being pushed 

by the boys of the New World Order. They know that history proves that a mongrelized 

people are easier to control, than those whose blood has remained relatively pure. Because 

Adolf Hitler pushed for "racial purity" does not mean that this is bad. In fact, it's God's will, 

especially for His Israel people. (And I'm not referring to Jews, who are not of Israel).  

The story of creation as given in the Bible is not very definite. God says He created the world 

from nothing in six days and rested the seventh day. We have no way of checking this except 



by faith. But have you ever wondered, why if God didn't care about race mixing, He didn't 

make us all one chocolate blob in the beginning. Why did He CREATE different races, and 

MAKE another?  

The pastors in Judeo-Christian churches will say that the CREATION of man in Genesis 1:27 

and the FORMATION of Adam in Gen. 2:7 were one and the same act. But if you are a 

"purist", one who reads the Bible as it is written, not as men would like to have it written, 

these two acts cannot be the same.  

Read them from your Bible. Here is what my King James Bible says, Gen. 1:27 - "So God 

CREATED man in His own image, in the image of God CREATED He him; MALE AND 

Female CREATED He them". This took place on the sixth day of CREATION.  

Now carefully read Gen. 2:4-5, where it rehearses the CREATION story and specifically note 

verse 5 :..."and there was not a man (Adam) to till the ground". (Interestingly enough the 

male and female being created in Gen 1:27, were nomads and hunters. There was no 

organized agriculture of any kind that came into being until thousands of years later, when 

ADAM kind showed up on earth. This has been proven by anthropology).  

Notice also in Vs 26, that God speaking to someone, we probably will never know who, said: 

"Let US (plural) MAKE (CREATE) man in our own image..." The word for GOD, as used 

here, comes from the HEBREW word ELOHIYM, which is the plural of God, and can be 

applied to angels. There are some Bible scholars who believe that God delegated the 

CREATION of the Genesis 1 man, to His angels, and that each race was fashioned after the 

image of a different angel. (This might be something for us to consider).  

The Hebrew word ELOHIYM, actually means "gods" (small "g") in the ordinary sense, 

according to Strong's Concordance, #430.  

If this definition is true, could it be possible that this delegation of authority took place and 

resulted in different races? We do know that the Black race did not come from Ham's curse 

by Noah, as was taught for many years by many.  

I realize that in the light of current Judeo-Christian teaching, this idea of angels CREATING 

pre-Adamic may seem mighty "far fetched". But Dr. John H. Deuges, a renowned scholar of 

ancient Hebrew says that the word ELOHIYM as translated in our King James Bible, refers 

to "oath bound servants of God-angels, since the EL is the name of God as found elsewhere 

in the Bible".  

According to Dr. Deuges, EL (JEHOVAH-YAHWEH) gave these angels (Elohiym) the 

power to create human beings in their own image. Bible scholars have puzzled for years over 

the meaning of ELOHIYM, which refer to God, yet is plural in meaning.  

If all races came from Adam, as the Judeo-Christian world teaches, God would have had to 

break His own Law of "kind after kind", for it is a biological impossibility for a Black couple 

to give birth to a White child, or vise versa. We know that God will never break one of His 

own laws.  

This brings us to the Biblical account of the FORMATION, not CREATION of Adam in 

Gen. 2:7. We just finished reading in Gen 1:27, that ELOHIYM had CREATED man in his 



own image, now we read in 2:5 that there was not a "man (Adamite) to till the ground." Do 

we have a contradiction here? Not at all. Gen. 2:7 is speaking of a completely different act on 

the part of God, that what He did in Genesis 1:27. Any pastor who knows his Hebrew, or who 

can use a concordance, knows that the act of CREATION spoken about in Gen. 1:27, and 

was of male and female, cannot be the same as the FORMATION of Adam, male only in 2:7. 

There is no way where an honest student can confuse these two. The CREATION was out of 

nothing, male and female. The FORMATION, which evidently came later, possibly much 

later, was from the "dust of the earth", male only.  

Notice something else that is different in these two acts. In Gen. 2:7 we are told that God 

breathed into Adam's nostrils "the breath of life and that man (Adam) became a living soul".  

This is not mentioned of the CREATED beings, and may be a major reason the Judeo-

Christians will not accept this difference. They are so set on their teaching of the absolute 

equality of all men, that anything that may detract from this teaching immediately becomes 

heresy, even if it comes from God's Word.  

The man Adam, according to Luke 3:38 was a complete man. He was a "son of God" and was 

"hermaphroditic" in that he was made male and female combined. None of these attributes 

are found in the CREATED beings of Gen. 1:27.  

It is very possible, that the beings CREATED, in Gen. 1:27, male and female, lived thousands 

of years before the time of Adam, for the White Race is relatively new to world history, 

appearing about 6,000 years ago. This would account for the human skeletons found in Asia 

and Africa which are hundreds of thousands of years old. There is no contradiction between 

the Bible and "true science".  

Adam, according to Biblical account was placed in the (Garden of Eden as a caretaker, (Gen. 

2:8, 15). But Adam was lonely and could not find a "help mate" for himself. So God, 

according to the Scripture account, FORMED Eve from a rib taken out of Adam's side, and 

she became in Adam's words: "bone of my bone, and flesh of my flesh".  

The Jewish Talmud, dwelling on filth as it does throughout most of it's 63 volumes, takes this 

beautiful story and terribly mutilates it. The Talmud says that Adam had intercourse with all 

the animals in the Garden, but could find satisfaction with none of them, so God brought 

forth Eve. (Somehow, as a Christian, I prefer the Biblical account!)  

At this time in world history, Adam and Eve lived in the Garden of Eden in daily communion 

with God. (See Gen. 3:8). 

[Some text missing] My mother burst into tears and could say nothing. After a long pause, the 

priest said: "Madame, there is something due the church for the prayers which have been 

sung, and the services which have been requested to be offered for the repose of your 

husband's soul. I would be obliged if you paid me this debt now!"  

"Fr. Courteois," my mother said, "my husband left me nothing but debts. I have only my own 

hands to procure a living for my family. For these orphans sake, not mine, do not take away 

what little we have  



"But madam," the priest said, "your husband died suddenly with no preparation; he is 

therefore now in the flames of purgatory". (This is an un-scriptural teaching of the Catholic 

church, brought into the church in the Middle Ages, when the church got into financial 

difficulty. This was hundreds of years after it's inception and was never taught in the 

Apostolic church, or the early Catholic church). "To deliver him you must unite your 

personal sacrifices to the prayers of the church. The masses offered for the rest of your 

husband's soul, must be paid for!"  

My feelings as a younger son at this time, were not so much of grief, as of anger and 

unspeakable horror. My eyes were fixed on the rich representative of God, who was mentally 

torturing my mother in this her time of grief. I saw no pity in his face and was tempted to say: 

"Are you not ashamed as a representative of the church, who is so rich, to take the last morsel 

of bread from our mouths?" But my moral strength was not enough to cope with it.  

Finally my mother lifted her tear stained face to that of the priest and said: "See that cow in 

the meadow? Her milk and butter form the principle part of our food. Please do not take her 

from us. But if sacrifice is necessary to deliver my poor husband's soul in purgatory, then 

take her to pay for the masses and the prayers."  

Without another word, the priest went to the meadow, got our cow, and went his way.  

When I asked my mother why she had given away our only means of sustenance, she said; "I 

did not believe the priest would be so cruel as to take away our last resort".  

This story has been repeated over and over again, millions of times, and reminds me of what 

Christ said to the Pharisees in Matt. 23:14 - "Woe unto you, scribes and Pharisees, 

hypocrites! for you devour widow's houses, and for a pretense make long prayers, therefore 

shall ye receive a greater damnation". (See also Mark 12:40; Luke 20:47).  

Any intelligent Catholic should be able to see that this dogma of the church is wrong, no 

matter what the Pope says to the contrary. How long will the clergy of the church of Rome 

fatten themselves on the cruel and pagan invention of Purgatory? Go to Mexico and see for 

yourself. See how the peons live in abject poverty, while the dome of the local Catholic 

church is gilded in gold flake, and the images are gold plated, all this taken by the priesthood, 

from the farmer living on starvation wages who gives to the church out of fear.  

Protestantism is no less guilty, for every night you can see religious charlatans on TV as they 

milk millions of dollars from the elderly, who are struggling to survive on Social Security, 

and send their "life blood" to support those who live in luxury, in the name of the Lord!  

Recently I watched in horror, a TV showing on TBS (Trinity Broadcasting System), as they 

showered the nation with their PRAISE THE LORD ATHON! While they praised God, from 

their lavish studio, with dancing, banging on cymbals, and long haired creepy looking 

singers, a constant message flashed on the screen, CALL IN YOUR DONATIONS TO 1-

800. The wife of the president of TBS, looking like a high priced prostitute with her dress, 

piled up hair and over-make up (ala Tammy Bakker), exhaulted: GOD HAS BLESSED US 

BY ALLOWING US TO PASS THE $4-MILLION MARK!  

I wondered how much of this money was really going for the Lord's work, and how much 

was for the glory of the entertainers? No wonder Christianity is on the wane, when they see 



this hypocrisy in operation among those who say they love the Lord!  

   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Mary Worship 

Probably one of the touchiest subjects among Roman Catholics is the allegation that they 

worship the Virgin Mary. The church of Rome says "No!", but their teaching proves 

otherwise. Listen to this conversation that actually took place between a priest and a ten year 

old boy.  

"My child," the priest began, "when you were guilty of wrong doing, who punished you the 

most severely?" And the answer, without hesitation was: "My father!"  

The priest continued: "The superior goodriess of a kind mother is perceived, for even when 

she punishes you, her blows are lighter and there are times when she steps between you and 

your father, to pacify him. When your father came to you to whip you, were there not times 

when you went to your mother for escape?"  

The answer in any normal home would be "yes"! Then the priest continued with another 

falsehood that was never taught in the early Catholic church, he said:  

"You have a Father and Mother in heaven. Your Father is Jesus and your Mother is the 

Blessed Virgin Mary. Never forget that a mother's heart is always more merciful that of a 

father."  

"After your sins make your Heavenly Father angry, your Father takes a rod to punish you. He 

threatens to crush you with His roaring thunder. He opens the gates of hell to cast you in. 

(Please show me this anywhere in scriptures. I do read in Psalm 103:10 - "He (God) hath not 

dealt with us after our sins; or rewarded us according to our iniquities. For as the heaven is 

high above the earth, so great is His mercy towards them that fear Him... Like as a father 

pitieth his children, so the Lord pitieth them that fear Him". This hardly paints the same 

picture that this priest painted for a little boy. Over and over, and over again in Scripture, we 

read about the "mercy of God the Father" towards them that seek His face. (Not once do we 

read of His mother intervening in any way.) You would have been damned long ago, if it had 

not been for your Heavenly Mother Mary, who disarmed the angry Father. (Nowhere in 

Scripture can you find this teaching and it was not taught in the Church until in the 

Nineteenth Century. Nowhere in scripture or early Catholic teaching is Mary referred to as 

our Heavenly Mother).  

"When Jesus would punish you, the good Virgin Mary places herself between Him and you, 

and she obtains your pardon" (This is an absolute falsehood, contrary to what the Apostle 

Peter, the so-called founder of your church, taught. The Apostle Peter clearly teaches; 

"...whosoever shall call on the name of the Lord shall be saved". (Acts 2:21), Nothing is said 

here about the Virgin taking part in this salvation process. In Acts 4:12, the Apostle Peter, 

filled with the Holy Ghost said: "Neither is there salvation in any other; for their is none other 

name under heaven, given among men; where-by we must be saved". (Nothing about the 

Virgin intervening here, she is not even mentioned.) In Romans 10:9, the Apostle Paul gives 

us the formula for salvation in these words; "For if thou shalt confess with thy mouth, the 

Lord Jesus, and shalt believe in thy heart, that God raised Him from the dead, thou shalt be 

saved". (Again no mention of the Virgin!) In Titus 3:5 - "Not by works of righteousness 

which we have done, but according to His mercy He saved us, by the washing of 

regeneration, and the renewing of the Holy Ghost". (Nothing here about Mary acting as an 



intermediary. In fact this act cannot be found anywhere in Scripture or early Catholic 

teaching).  

The good priest went on: "Thus, when we sin, and Jesus is angry, we must hasten to Mary! 

Throwing ourselves into the arms of the good mother; have recourse to her sovereign power 

over Jesus (this is refuted by Christ Himself, in Matthew 12:48, when on one occasion 

someone came to Him and said: "Your mother and brethren are outside and want to speak 

with you". And our Lord said, Vs 48 - "Who is my mother? and who are my brethren? And 

He stretched forth His hand towards His disciples and said: "Behold my mother and my 

brethren!". He was not showing disrespect towards His mother, but was merely showing us 

that she had no control over Him. Stop allowing your church leaders to falsify scripture. Read 

it for yourself! (Nowhere do you find the Virgin Mary having sovereign power over the King 

Himself!) "Be assured that we will be saved through her:  

It is not Jesus. but Mary. who saves the sinner". (This is a lie out of the pits of hell itself? For 

Mary has no power to save, or even intervene!)  

This "Johnny-come lately" teaching of the Roman church is contrary to all Scripture, notice a 

few: John 20:31 -"But these are written that ye might believe that Jesus is the Christ, the Son 

of God; and that believing ye might have life through His name". (Through believing in 

Jesus, not Mary!)  

John 1:12 - "But to as many as received Him (Jesus) to them gave He the power, to become 

the sons of God; even to them that believed on His name". (Again belief in Jesus, not Mary. 

She is not even mentioned).  

John 3:18 - "He that believeth on Him (Jesus), is not condemned; but he that believeth not is 

condemned already, because he hath not believed in the name of the Son of God." (Again this 

belief is based in Jesus, not His mother Mary).  

And lastly, in 1 John 2:1, as part of many scriptures which refute Mary's partaking in the 

salvation process. we read: "My little children, these things write unto you, that ye sin not. 

And if any man sin, we have an ADVOCATE with the Father, Jesus Christ the Righteous". 

(This ADVOCATE is the Son of God, not his earthly mother Mary).  

Under the teaching that honors the Virgin by giving her the position of pre-eminence in the 

salvation process, Catholics insult the Virgin by mis-representing her Son, and we see the 

pagan idolatry of Cain, as it comes under the blessing of the church.  

   

 

 

 

 



First Communion 

Catholic priests devote several months each year preparing ten to twelve year old children for 

their first communion. Unlike most Protestant churches, children under this age, cannot 

partake of communion, and I believe this is a good idea, for most children under the age of 

ten do not know the significance of this sacrament, (neither do many adults for that matter).  

The Catholic children are obligated to attend these special classes, where they are thoroughly 

indoctrinated in the beliefs of Catholicism. It is there that the foundations are laid for the later 

idolatries and superstitions which have crept into the church, which were never present in the 

First Century church, but which crept in as evil men unawares, took advantage of an 

uneducated laity. We are not free from this seduction today, as the Apostle Paul pointed out 

in 1 Timothy 4:1 - "Now the Spirit speaketh expressly, that in the latter days, some shall 

depart from the faith, giving heed to seducing spirits, and doctrines of devils". (What can you 

call any doctrine that goes contrary to the Word of God, but a "doctrine of the devil?" Paul 

further warned against this in 2 Timothy 3:5, when he said that these people would "Have a 

form of godliness, but denying the power thereof", and warned true Christians to "turn away" 

from such, lest they be led astray.  

Besides changing the sacred truths of the Bible to conform to church traditions, most of them 

which are relatively new in her history, it is during this vital memory period that the Pope and 

his representatives are held up as being "all powerful," who must under threat of eternal 

damnation, be adored, and never questioned. This is the secret power the Catholic church 

holds over the countless millions she considers as followers.  

It is during this critical period that the Virgin Mary replaces Jesus in their young hearts, even 

though it was He who paid the price for their redemption. The Virgin had absolutely nothing 

to do with this, other than being the human receptacle God chose to bring His Son into the 

world as a human being. I have already given an example of this.  

It is unfortunate, but true, that the Church of Rome, constantly invites sinners to turn their 

thoughts, hopes, and love, not to His Son, Jesus the Savior, but to His mother Mary.  

Under the pretext of honoring the Virgin, the church actually insults her Son, our Savior. Old 

pagan idolatry has been brought into the Church under a new name and we could quite 

honestly call it "Mariolatry" or "Mary worship!" Holy Scripture is very clear, that only under 

the name of Jesus, can a man or woman be saved.  

There are many Scriptures which verify this, yet in not a single one, even in the Douai 

(Catholic) version of the Bible, can you find a single verse which elevates the Virgin Mary to 

a position equal to His Holy Name.  

I have quoted a few already. Here are some more: (John 15:16), Jesus speaking: "Ye have not 

chosen Me, but I have chosen you. and ordained you, that ye should go and bring forth fruit. 

and that your fruit should remain: that whatsoever ye should ask of the Father in My Name, 

He may give it to you". (Notice closely that nothing is said here about petitioning the Father 

in Mary's name. This is a church tradition, not a scriptural truth!).  



John 20:31 - "But these are written, that ye might believe that Jesus is the Christ, the Son of 

God: (notice Mary is not mentioned here) and that believing, ye might have life through His 

name".  

Acts 4:10, the Apostle Peter speaking, as he answered the Jewish Sanhedrin: "Be it known 

unto you, and to all the people of Israel, that by the Name of Jesus of Nazareth, whom ye 

(Jews) crucified, whom God raised from the dead, even by Him doth this man stand before 

you whole". (He was healed in the name of JESUS, not MARY, and if Mary is co-redemptrix 

with Christ, why didn't Peter say so here?" It was because nowhere in scripture is she so 

named!)  

Listen as the Apostle Peter speaks again in Vs 12 - "Neither is there salvation in any other, 

(and this "any other" most certainly includes the Virgin); for there is NONE OTHER NAME 

(than Jesus) under heaven, given among men, whereby we MUST be saved". (Emphasis 

mine). No mention is made of the Virgin's part in salvation in this verse!  

In Romans 10:13, the Apostle Paul speaking, we read: "For whosoever shall call on the name 

of the Lord (Jesus) shall be saved". (No evidence of any other involvement here!)  

In 1 Corinthians 6:11 - "...but ye (Christians) are justified (made right in the eyes of God) in 

the name of the Lord Jesus, and by the Spirit of God". (No other involvement here!)  

My dear Catholic friend, nowhere in Scripture, even in your Catholic Douai Version of the 

Bible, are Christians told to honor God, and our Savior, Jesus Christ, by honoring His mother, 

the Virgin Mary. In fact very little is even mentioned concerning the Virgin in Holy Writ. 

Much has been added by the church, most of it centuries after the church was formed.  

I have spoken with many Catholics and have seen the joy on the faces of young Catholics 

who have received their first communion. No doubt it is a highlight of Catholic religious 

experience in their young lives. Yet as they prepare for this first communion, they are told by 

the priest that they are actually eating the flesh of our Lord, and drinking His blood and that if 

they did not believe this, they would suffer in hell. Yet if you make a thorough search of 

Scripture, you will find no authority anywhere, for a priest. or even the Pope for that matter, 

to change a wafer (Bread) into the physical body of Christ, or the wine of communion into 

His actual blood! This is a travesty brought about by church teaching and does not come from 

either Scripture or from the early church fathers. Common sense, and a thorough study of the 

Word, shows that during communion, "bread remains bread, and wine remains wine , and 

that it is only changed into the body and blood of Christ in a symbolic, but not literal way!  

Yet the Catholic church seeks to quell this truth by shouting at folks like me: "Stop, you liar! 

The church teaches that the communion elements are actually the body and blood of our 

Lord, and so they become. Who are you to contradict her?"  

It's no wonder that millions of intelligent, unsaved men and women have turned away from 

this abhorrent, heathen teaching of the church, which is used to control the thinking of her 

people, and thereby control them.  

Loyola, the noted Catholic leader once said: "If children make a good first communion, they 

will be submissive to the Pope. (To many Catholics, this is more important than submission 

to God Himself). Like the stick in the hands of the traveler, they will have no will, no thought 



of their own". We call this "mind control", or "brainwashing". So Catholics are taught that the 

Pope is always right, no matter how wicked he may be. As a result, the church has become 

one of the most skillful manipulators of human thinking in the world (they could give the 

communists lessons in "brainwashing"), and they control their people, through their thinking. 

This will be hard for many mature and devoted Catholics to accept. But it is true 

nevertheless! It is no wonder that skeptical enemies of Christ, call Christianity a "bloody 

religion," when such a aberration is taught as truth!  

If a man studying for the priesthood, were to express doubts concerning church traditions, 

and were to ask his superior: "When my Superior abuses his authority over me, to deceive me 

with false doctrines, or commands me to do things I know are wrong, will I be damned if I 

disobey".  

And the answer, without a doubt would be: "You will never have to give account to God for 

what you were ordered to do by your legitimate Superiors. If they deceive you, it is because 

they themselves have been deceived and they alone are responsible. You do not sin when you 

follow the basic Golden Rule of Catholic philosophy and perfection, which is humility and 

obedience to your Superiors at all times and for all reasons".  

By following this rule, millions of heretics were slaughtered by the church during the Middle 

Ages, and the terrible days of the Spanish Inquisition.  

An actual answer by an inquiring priest to his Superior, received this answer: "Adam and Eve 

brought about this deluge of evil because they tried to raise their reason above that of God. 

(This is true - Ed.) They had the promise of eternal life, if they submitted their will and 

reason to the Supreme Master. They were lost when they rebelled against Him.  

"The same is true today, where all the evils, errors, and crimes in the world come from the 

revolt of the will and reason of man against God. (True again! 1 John 3:4 says that "Sin is 

transgression [breaking) of the Law") - ED.  

"Yet God reigns over part of the world, the world of God's Elect, through the Pope, who 

controls the teachings of the infallible (without error) holy church. It is in submitting 

ourselves to God, who speaks to us through the Pope, that we are saved. We would err and 

perish, if we put our reason above that of our Superiors, and the Pope, speaking to us in 

person, or through our, Superiors, has received his authority from God to guide us". Yet 

nowhere do you find this teaching in the Bible, or even in the early teachings of the church!  

We might well ask, "What about those Popes which history have proven were evil men? 

What about those who have placed their authority above that of the Bible and command the 

church to do things which the Bible says are wrong?"  

The reply most likely would be: "It is impossible for the Pope and his Bishops to lead you 

into error, or command you to do things contrary to the law of God and God will not hold you 

accountable if you obey your Superiors, no matter what they tell you to do  

Yet the Bible itself, intelligence, and reason should show you that this church dogma is 

wrong. For Popes and Bishops, do, and have done things which were evil, and priests have 

obeyed them, knowing that what they did was evil. These will be held accountable before 

God for their actions, according to Holy Writ.  



The prophet Jeremiah foresaw this problem in our Israelite people, when he wrote in 

Jeremiah 5:30, 31 - "A wonderful and horrible thing is committed in the land. The prophets 

prophesy falsely, and the priests bear rule (take control of people) by their means; and My 

people love to have it so; and what will ye do in the end thereof?" This is true in both 

Protestant and Catholic churches. And regardless of what you may have been taught, God's 

Word says that you, and you alone, will be held accountable before Him, for what you do and 

believe! In the Epistle of James 4:17, we read: "Therefore to him that knoweth to do good, 

and doeth it not; to him it is sin (disobedience to God)."  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Moral Education  

In Roman Catholic Colleges 

I do not have time to touch on only a few of the things now being taught in Roman Catholic 

schools, but must say that students at these schools are surrounded by an air of paganism.  

For instance, Catholics are taught that medals, holy water, rosaries, etc., are of great value in 

battling dangers and temptations. These are held in great respect by devotees who often kiss 

them with affection, believing them to be powerful instruments of the mercy of God Yet a 

study of Catholic church history shows them up to be nothing but a remnant of the paganism, 

from which the church first rose in the early Roman Empire. They are never mentioned in the 

Bible, or by the church Fathers.  

The modern Pontius Maximus (Pope of Rome), the sup-posed successor of the Apostle Peter, 

who claims to be the vicar (the earthly representative of Jesus Christ) has a distinct 

resemblance to the Pontius Maximus of the heathen Roman Empire. (Yet nowhere in Holy 

Writ, do we learn of any personal representative of Jesus Christ on earth, other than the Holy 

Spirit).  

Yet today's Popery has preserved the name, attributes, pageantry, and pride, and even the 

dress of that pagan high priest. Why would a representative of Christ, preserve pagan 

practices?  

Today's worship of the saints, in the Catholic church, closely resembles in every likeness the 

ancient worship of the demigods in ancient Rome.  

The Purgatory, now taught by the Catholic church was described by the Roman Virgil, who 

lived in the century before the church was established. The prayers to the Virgin Mary and 

the church saints, were repeated almost word for word, before the heathen idols of Greece 

and Rome. The holy water used in church ceremonies was never used in the New Testament 

church, because it was a heathen practice and came from idol worship.  

From history we know about the magnificent temple consecrated to all gods, called the 

Pantheon in Rome. Yet today in St. Peter's cathedral, we see a magnificent temple dedicated 

to Christ worship, where the Pope and his Bishops still prostrate themselves before the same 

idols, in a similar temple, asking the same favors. Do you honestly believe this is pleasing to 

our God?  

If we were to ask church officials: "What is the difference between the religion of heathen 

Rome and that of the Roman church today?" The answer would have to be: "The only 

difference is in the name. Instead of calling the statue Jupiter, we call it Peter; instead of 

worshiping Minerva or Venus, we worship Mary. It is the same old idol worship, coming to 

us through a new name"'. This truth should be shocking to those of you Catholics who really 

care about the truth! Like most Protestants, you will probably be angry with the truth bearer, 

and with the Apostle Paul I will have to plead with you: "Am I to become your enemy'. 

because I tell you the truth?" I have no "axe to grind" with the Catholic church, I merely have 

been chosen by God, (why I don't know, for it was not my choice) to expose known evils in 

our church systems. (I don't much like the task, but I am compelled to do it!)  



It was the Roman Catholic church which changed the day of worship for Christians from 

Saturday to Sunday, under the so-called Christian Emperor Constantine (307-377 A.D.)  

It was the Roman church which instituted heathen holidays such as Christmas, Easter, 

Halloween, etc., to attract heathen into it's ranks. The day we celebrate Christ's birth, was 

called Christ (Mass). Easter, supposedly the day we remember Christ's resurrection, came for 

the ancient holiday honoring a heathen goddess. Halloween, the day honored most by 

Satanists and those into witchcraft, was called All Saints Eve, by the church, and was set 

aside as a day to honor our dead. But why were all these holidays set up by the church, on 

heathen holidays?  

Why for instance, does the Catholic church honor a heathen holiday such as Mardi Gras, 

where Catholics are allowed to "let their hair down and live like the devil", before the forty 

days of Lent? Something smells here, and it isn't in Denmark!  

By now, no doubt, some of my Catholic readers, if you have gone this far without throwing 

this book in the trash can, may be thinking that this book was planned as an attack against 

your church. But this is not the case! I am merely pointing out to you, some things you should 

know about your church, just as I have done with the Judeo-Christians. I am not seeking to 

stir up controversy, but a search for truth! If you find anywhere, that I have gone against 

Bible teaching, I humbly apologize, and would certainly like to know about it. I base all my 

statements, not on what Jack Mohr believes; not on what someone has told me, but on what 

God's Word says!  

In the history of paganism, parents often sacrificed their children on the altars of the gods, to 

appease them, or gain their favors. But when Protestant parents send their children to 

Catholic schools to be educated, they need to know that these children will receive religious 

teachings which could destroy their souls for eternity. It is even stranger, when we see 

parents from Protestant churches, who send their children to Catholic schools, without 

knowing what they are taught, and believing they will receive a Christian education.  

It spite of what these parents are told by Catholic regents, that their school will not impose 

Catholicism on their children, this is not the case, for it is the duty of these good Catholics to 

try and convert your child to Catholicism. Priests openly boast that many of their Protestant 

students have become their best disciples, and true followers of Popery in America.  

The word EDUCATION has become a sacred word to most Americans. In recent years the 

idea has been implanted in our minds that a college education is a MUST, in order for our 

children to succeed in life. This is repudiated by the Apostle Paul in 2 Timothy 3:7, where he 

speaks about those who are "Ever learning, but are never able to come to an understanding of 

the truth!" He gives us another witness in Romans 1:22, where he speaks about those who 

"professing themselves to be wise (educated), became fools".  

In Hosea 4:6, we are told "My people (true Israel, not the Jews), are destroyed for lack of 

KNOWLEDGE". Notice he does not say "Lack of EDUCATION, but lack of 

KNOWLEDGE." There is a vast difference between the two. America in recent years has 

become overrun with "educated idiots" with strings of degrees behind their names, who have 

very little KNOWLEDGE. (I suspect most of these "overeducated fools" are in Washington, 

D.C. or standing behind the pulpits of our land"). The D.D. behind a pastors name doesn't 



always mean Doctor of Divinity. According to Isaiah 56:10, 11, it could well mean Dumb 

Dog!  

A well-known educator once said: "Education without God, turns men into clever devils", 

and we could paraphrase this to read: "Education without the Biblical concept of God, turns 

men and women into clever devils".  

We can see these "clever devils" in education, politics, entertainment, and often the church. 

Many of them have been educated in church run schools.  

In recent months, we have seen a rash of scandals concerning Catholic priests who have 

proven traitors to their tender scholars, and who have seduced them with homosexual 

advances. This is the effect of Catholic church training, which, contrary to the scriptures, 

requires religious leaders to abstain from marriage. The Apostle Paul approached this 

problem in 1 Timothy 4:1-3, when he said: "Now the Spirit speaketh expressly, (outspokenly) 

that in the latter times (today), some shall depart from the faith (New Testament Christianity), 

giving heed to seducing spirits, and doctrines of devils." He explains who these "seducers" 

are in Vs. 2, by what they teach: "Forbidding to marry, and commanding to abstain from 

meats which God hath created to be received with thanksgiving of them which believe and 

know the truth". The celibacy of church leaders was never practiced in the early Catholic 

church, where their admitted leaders such as Peter, and most of the Apostles, were married 

men. Celibacy was another heathen doctrine that crept into the Catholic church, and has been 

an albatross around their necks.  

We should send our children to school to receive "light" and "truth" not to chain them to 

heathen darkness. It is a proven historical fact, that all the truly great, powerful and free 

nations of the world, have been those who were not under the yoke of Rome. These were the 

White nations of Christendom, which I believe are "true Israel", whose religious doctrine was 

that taught by the Bible, not by the Pope.  

Everywhere in the advance of freedom, science and progress, we find the Bible believing 

nations, while those in mostly Catholic countries such as Spain, Portugal, Mexico, Brazil, 

etc., have had their hands chained by the teachings of popery.  

The Roman church, from it's beginning, has placed the word of the Pope before the authority 

of God's Word; before the truths of science and all else.  

One example will suffice: On June 22, 1663, Galileo was forced to his knees before a 

Catholic tribunal, to escape burning at the stake, as had been ordered by the Pope. His sin was 

that he taught a scientific fact, that the earth was not the center of the universe, but that it 

circled the sun. This was contrary to church teaching. He was forced to say: "I abjure (give 

up), curse, and detest my error and heresy on the motion of the earth, etc., (This of course did 

not change the fact that his theory was correct!)  

The wings of this intellectual eagle were effectively clipped by the church, but this did not 

stop this brave man from rising up to say: "All this will not prevent the earth from moving".  

Yet the infallible (incapable of error in the setting forth of decisions of faith and morals), 

decree of Pope Urban VIII, against the "motion of the earth", was signed by his "yes" men. 

Cardinals Felia, Guido, Desideno, Antonius, Bellingero, and Fabruccio, said: "In the name 



and by the authority of Jesus Christ, the plenitude (fullness) of which resides in His Vicar, the 

Pope, that the proposition that the earth is not the center of the world, and that it moves with a 

diurnal (daily) motion is absurd, philosophically false, and erroneous in faith".  

So the "infallible" Pope, backed a theory which has proven to be wrong. Yet how could this 

be if he is "infallible" as the church teaches?  

If Newton, Franklin, Fulton, Morse and many others had been Romanists, their names would 

have been lost in obscurity, which is the natural heritage of those who follow a supposedly 

infallible leader, who often proves himself to be extremely fallible. Show me one Scripture, if 

you can, which supports this horrendous idea which has enslaved countless millions of 

people.  

Yet the Pope bends to the times too, and today we see Catholic churches in this area, which 

hold Mass on Saturday night, so their people have the Lord's Day free to do whatever they 

want. This is not just a Catholic fallacy, for in the Gulf Coast, which has become the casino 

center of the South, the big First Baptist Church, in Gulf Port, holds special weekday services 

for those of its members who work for the casinos, a job which Christians should not be 

filling. Yet such is the falling away of the Christian church, Catholic and Protestant alike, that 

we now see the Laodicean church of Revelation 3:15-17 which Christ says He will "spit out 

of His mouth", for being "lukewarm".  

The great inventors of our age, were those who went to schools in non-Catholic countries, 

where God and the Bible were supreme. They were not under the bondage of any religious-

political leader. They were taught that they were formed in God's image; that He breathed 

into their nostrils the breath of life so that they became "living souls"; that God sent His Son, 

Jesus the Christ to save their souls and set them free from the bondage of sin and the church. 

They studied their Bibles, for the most part and learned that man not only had a conscience, 

but also the intelligence to use a guide book like the Bible for himself, without having 

someone like the Pope, a bishop, a priest, or even a pastor, tell him what it meant. That under 

the guidance of the Holy Spirit, he could "know the truth, and the truth would set him free!"  

Listen to what the Apostle John said about "truth", in John 1:17 - "For the law was given by 

(to) Moses, but grace and TRUTH, cometh by Jesus Christ". (Not from the Pope, a bishop, or 

a priest).  

John 8:32, "If ye shall know the TRUTH, the TRUTH shall make you free".  

John 16:13, "Howbeit, when He (the Holy Spirit) is come, He will guide you into ALL 

TRUTH; for He shall not speak of Himself; but whatsoever He shall hear (from God), that 

shall He speak; and He (the Holy Spirit) will show you things to come". (This kind of 

knowledge does not come from any man, Pope or otherwise, but from the Holy Spirit who 

indwells the "born again" "believer").  

If you want to know why Catholic countries always fall into decay, go to their schools and 

see what they are being taught. (The same fate is now being forced on this country by our 

anti-Christ educators, and they are not especially Catholic).  

One of the greatest religious crimes a Catholic can commit, is that of following his own 

conscience. This means that an intelligent Catholic may not make use of his eyes, his ears, 



and his innate intelligence, for fear that it will be contrary to what his church superior's teach. 

The Pope and his religious superiors, MUST do his religious thinking for him, and those of 

you who are in the Roman church know this to be true, even though your priest will deny it!  

St. Ignatus Loyola, the founder of the Jesuit Society of Jesus put it this way: "As for holy 

obedience, this virtue must be perfect in every point, in execution, in will, in 

intellect...suppression of every repugnant thought and judgment of one's own must come in 

absolute obedience...he who lives under obedience should be moved and directed under 

Divine Providence, by his Superior, JUST AS IF HE WAS A CORPSE (Loyola said: 

"perinde acsi cadaver esset") which allows itself to be moved and led in every direction". 

Having no mind of it's own!  

(Please note that spiritual leadership for Catholics does not come from the Bible, or through 

Holy Spirit guidance, but from church Superiors).  

Why would intelligent men and women want to remain under such Satanic bondage?  

The leadership of the Catholic church have raised themselves high above the "common herd" 

that makes up the church membership, and you parishioners "pay the bill", to have others 

Lord themselves over you. Church leaders place themselves above kings, and emperors and 

according to 2 Thessalonians 2:3,4, the Apostle Paul says: "Let no man deceive you by any 

means; for that day (the end of the age in which we are now living) shall not come, except 

there be a falling away, and that man of sin be revealed, the son of perdition: Who opposeth 

and exhalteth himself above all that is called God, or that is worshiped: so that he, as God, 

sitteth in the temple of God, showing himself that he is God". If this is not the present 

position of the Pontiff of Rome, please show me where they differ!  

We need to look at another of Loyola's quotations, where he said: "We ought ever to hold a 

fixed principle that what I see white, I believe to be black, if my Superior authority of the 

church defines it as so".  

Listen to the words of the "infallible" Pope Gregory XVI, who in his Encyclical of Aug. 15, 

1832, said: "If the holy church so requires, let us sacrifice our own opinions, our knowledge, 

our intelligence, the splendid dreams of our imagination, and the most sublime attainments of 

human understanding". This is the teaching of Secular Humanism, which lowers men and 

women to the levels of the "brute beast" who cannot think for himself. The Catholic church 

does the same thing by teaching men to fetter their intelligence, and obedience, not to God, 

but to the church and it's Pope. 

 

 

 

 



Theology 

Theology is the study of the laws of God. What could be more noble? I have two high 

degrees in theology taught from a Judeo-Christian context. This had so effected my thinking, 

that by the age of sixty, my mind was literally encased in the "hardened theological cement" 

of Judeo-Christian fundamental denominationalism. I did not have a Pope I was forced to 

bow down to, or kiss his ring, but my mind was still bound with the force of the same kind of 

traditionalism, our Lord condemned in the Pharisees, when He said to them, Matthew 15:9 - 

"In vain do they worship Me (God); teaching for doctrines the commandments of men". My 

mind was still bound as if in cement, and it took the "dynamite" of God, through a traumatic 

experience, to blow this cement away to where I would look at the Bible and see what it 

actually said, not what the seminary professors or my pastor said it said.  

There is really not that much difference in many ways, between the Roman Catholic and 

Protestant churches. Both are so bound up in respect to church tradition, that like the 

Pharisees of old, they "teach for doctrines, the traditions of men  

The Apostle Paul in Titus 1:14, warns us against the failure on the part of the church, which 

was "Not to give heed to Jewish fables, and COMMANDMENTS of men, who turn from the 

truth".  

Let me say to my Catholic readers, in all Christian love and sincerity, when you listen to and 

obey the Pope, or your priest, and it is contrary to the Word of God, the Holy Bible, you 

"make the Word of God of non-effect by your traditions, and thus incur the wrath of God on 

your life.  

Linguori, a Catholic scholar who has been canonized by the church, stated that a Catholic 

may lie under oath. (This is similar to what the Jews are taught in their Kol Nidre Oath). In 

his study on "Oaths", he said: "It is a certain and common opinion amongst all divines 

(priests) that for a just cause it is lawful to use equivocation (deception; lying)... and to 

confirm it with an oath... Now a just cause is any honest end in order to preserve the good 

things of the spirit or useful to the body". (This comes very close to echoing the Communist 

teaching that "the end justifies the means!")  

This Catholic scholar says that a woman guilty of adultery may deny it, as long as she has 

confessed it to a priest. He said: "If sacramentally she confessed adultery, she can answer: 'I 

am innocent of this crime', because by her confession it was taken away".  

He justifies a servant who helps his master commit adultery by bringing him a ladder so he 

can climb up to a woman's bedroom. He speaks of degrees of sin, stating they if you steal a 

moderate sum, it is not a mortal sin (one which places you under the condemnation of the 

church). When a greater amount is stolen, it will still not be accounted as a mortal sin, if there 

is an intention to restore it. Sounds very similar to the "goobeldegook" that comes from the 

Jewish Talmud.  

The Catholic church teaches that the Pope can release a church member from all oaths, if it is 

for the good of the public, which is a matter determined by the Pope, who of course, has sole 

power over the church and it's members.  



While few Catholics will want to believe this and very few priests admit it, the church 

teaches that heretics should be exterminated St. Thomas, in Vol. IV, page 91 says: "Though 

heretics are not to be tolerated (and a 'heretic' is any Christian who holds beliefs contrary to 

Roman dogma)... we must bear with them till, by a second admonition, they may be brought 

back to the church. But those who, after a second admonition, remain obstinate in their errors, 

must be delivered to the secular powers to be exterminated".  

This teaching is very similar to that found in the Jewish Talmud regarding Christians, or non-

Jews who read their Book. They state: "Moses commanded the law for the our (Jewish) 

inheritance; it is ours, not theirs". So if they even read the Talmud, they must be killed, and 

any Jew who helps them must also suffer death. Of course the historical fact that there were 

no people known as Jews until 750 years after the time of Moses, means very little to them. 

And Jesus refuted their claim of following the Mosaic teachings, when He said to them in 

John 5:46: "If ye had believed Moses ye would have believed Me; for he wrote of Me".  

The Catholic church at the Council of Latern in AD 1215, went a step further when it stated: 

"We decree, further, that all (Catholics) who may have dealings with heretics, and especially 

such as receive, defend or encourage them, shall be excommunicated. He shall not be eligible 

for any public office. He shall not be admitted as a witness. He shall neither have power to 

bequeath his property by will, nor to succeed any such inheritance". This, my friends, is 

absolute dictatorship!  

When officials of the church are given Papal approval to lie, and break their oath for the good 

of the church, there should be little wonder why Catholic nations, without exception, decline 

into Third World nations.  

Since a nation cannot be great and strong unless it adheres to the truth, any deviation from the 

truth, for any reason, will ultimately destroy her. A well known philosopher once said; "The 

more the priests, the more the crimes", and any of you devout Catholics should be aware of 

the rash of sex crimes, committed by priests, which have hit the front page of our newspapers 

in recent months, and of the prevalency of homosexuality among priests, even though 

according to the Bible, this sin deserves the death penalty. (See the Apostle Paul's statement 

in Romans 1:24-31.)  

Yet when a priest, who is supposed to be God's representative, defiles a young person under 

his influence, the church allows him to lie in court, as long as he has confessed his sin to 

another priest. Surely, any decent Christian, and you devout Catholic mothers and fathers in 

particular, should see the hypocrisy of delivering your children into the hands of a sex 

pervert, no matter what title he may bear. (This certainly does not exclude Protestants, who 

often have the same problem).  

What good is it for Catholic parents to teach the principles of honor, decency, holiness, and 

patriotism to your young daughters, when she is required to go many times a year to a 

bachelor priest, who is bound by conscience to give her lessons in depravity, under the 

pretext that he is helping her confess her sins. Many a virtuous Catholic maiden has been led 

into sexual sin by this practice.  

When a Catholic theological student questions Catholic theology; as I sometimes did when I 

was studying for my degrees in religion, the answer he is apt to receive from His Superior is: 

"You speak of scriptures like a Protestant would. You appeal to them as the only source of 



Christian truth and knowledge, when we know that the holy traditions and the word of the 

Pope, equals or supercedes the authority of the scriptures."  

"You are not bound to understand all that I, your religious Superior teach you, but you are 

ordered to obey it!"  

Catholic clerics are taught that they MUST interpret scriptures on the "unanimous consent" of 

the Holy Fathers. Yet very few of the Holy Fathers ever agreed on anything. This is a 

historically proven fact! Many defended the teachings on Purgatory; while others violently 

disagreed. St. Jerome and St. Augustine agreed on only one thing, which was to disagree on 

everything. St. Augustine at the end of his life, agreed with the Protestants, that when Christ 

said: "On this rock I will build my church, and the gates of hell will not prevail if against it", 

this did not refer to Peter, the "little stone but to Christ the Eternal Rock of Ages!  

If you cannot understand simple Gospel writers such as St. Matthew, Mark, Luke and John, 

how in the world can you understand church fathers who argued for days over how many 

angels could dance on the head of a pin?  

If you Catholics cannot rely on your own intelligence under the guidance of the Holy Spirit to 

interpret scripture, how can you rely on a priest who is a pervert?  

Many Protestants criticize the Catholic church for it's use of sacred statues. But that is not her 

real idolatry. The real idolatry in the Roman church comes when a priest takes a piece of 

bread, and repeating a few Latin words over it, declares that it has now become the actual 

body and blood of Christ. Nowhere in scripture is this taught. It comes strictly from Catholic 

tradition!  

Contrary to the teaching of St. Matthew in 24:23, where Christ told His disciples; "Then if 

any man shall say to you, lo here is Christ; or there, believe it not!" Yet the priest would have 

you believe that Christ is actually present in the bread and wine that rests in the sacred 

chamber of the tabernacle. The reason that Catholics will brave storms, and floods, to go to 

mass before day break is the natural consequence of this teaching, that the priest of Rome, 

creates Christ and God by the consecration of the wafer and the wine.  

I am not poking fun at your belief, my friends. It is much to serious for that! I am weeping 

over the way in which you as intelligent men and women have been "brainwashed" by your 

church into worshiping something which does not exist. The Egyptians worshiped god in the 

form of a crocodile or a calf. The Greeks made their gods of gold and marble. The Persians 

made the sun their god. The nomadic tribes of Africa worship the hyena, while the church of 

Rome, has made her god out of a piece of bread. Tell me honestly, is this not idolatry?  

Nowhere in the Bible is authority given to any man, be he Pope, Bishop, or priest, to turn a 

piece of bread into the body of our Lord, or turn wine into His blood. No wonder that 

agnostics call this a "bloody religion, a cannibalistic religion".  

This is church "tradition" that makes a mockery of the Word of God, and makes it of "non-

effect", just as the Pharisees did. (See Matt. 15:6,9).  



You good Catholics who honestly love God, and I know there are millions of you. Who are 

you going to believe, the Son of God Himself, or some man who has been set up by men as 

God's representative on earth?  

Remember well, that in the Day of Judgment, you will be required to answer to God, not the 

Pope, and God will hold you accountable for this spiritual truth I am now giving to you.  

So please do not make me say to you dear Catholic Israel brothers and sisters, what the 

Apostle Paul had to say to the Christians at Galatia: "Am I therefore become your enemy, 

because I tell you the truth?" (Gal. 4:16). Criticize me if you must, but don't endanger your 

immortal soul by placing the Catholic church before God.  

In one of the most sacred books of the laws and regulations of the Church of Rome, the 

MISSALE ROMANIUM, page 58, you can read what is done with the eucharist if it becomes 

contaminated: "If the priest vomit the eucharist, if the species appears entire, let them be 

reverently swallowed, unless sickness arise; for then let the consecrated species be cautiously 

separated and laid up in some sacred place till they are corrupted; and afterwards let them be 

cast into the sacrarium". (For you non-Catholics who are not familiar with this term, it is the 

drain in a sacristy [a room in a church, usually adjoining the sanctuary, where sacred vessels 

and garments are kept], leading directly to the earth and used for the disposal of water used 

for the altar linens and chalice). But if the species do not appear, let the vomit be burned, and 

the ashes cast into the sacrarium).  

Can't you see the heathenism in this act? The priest is required to believe that on the night of 

the Last Supper, Christ took His own body, with His own hands, to His mouth, and ate of 

Himself. After eating of Himself, He gave it to His disciples who ate of Him also'. Then they 

did the same with His blood. This is an act which could easily be associated with the 

heathenism of darkest, savage Africa, certainly it has no place in Christianity.  

With the light of the Gospel available to all men, how can anyone go into the horrible dark 

recesses of folly and superstition to take part is such a debasing system of idolatry and 

blasphemy?  

But you may say: "You were fooled for over sixty years, by an equally superstitious teaching 

of your church, called the Rapture". And I will readily admit this is true! It took the 

"dynamite" of God, through a very painful experience, to "blow my mind loose from the 

denominational cement" which had hardened about it. But when I finally saw the truth, I did 

change! There is an old saying: "Fool me once; shame on you. Fool me twice, shame on me!" 

It is easy to become fooled in our modern day of apostasy, even in the church. But our sin is 

not so much in being deceived, as it is in remaining deceived when we finally receive the 

truth!  

What we see happening throughout Christendom, Catholic, Protestant, Fundamentalist, 

Evangelical, is the fulfillment of the prophecy of 2 Thessalonians 2:10,11 - "And with all 

deceivableness of unrighteousness in them that perish: BECAUSE THEY RECEIVE NOT 

THE TRUTH, that they might be SAVED! And for this cause because they refuse to accept 

the truth of God's Word) God shall send them a STRONG DELUSION, that they should 

BELIEVE A LIE; that they all might be DAMNED, who believe (receive) not the truth..." 

(The emphasis has been added!)  



When priests in the Catholic church have succumbed to the human weaknesses of the flesh, 

as you must admit many have done, and have been exposed in recent months; the anti-Christ 

media has rejoiced over these scandals which have done irreparable damage to the cause of 

Christ. (The same can be said for the Bakker's and the Swaggart's in Protestantism).  

What has been the answer given by the Roman church, for the sins of their clergy? "The Holy 

Church is infallible. The gates of hell cannot prevail against her. But the assurance of her 

perpetuity, and her infallibility, does not rest of any human foundation, such as a priest; it 

rests of the promises of Jesus Christ! Her infallibility and perpetuity are a perpetual miracle! 

It requires the constant working of Jesus Christ to keep her pure and holy, in spite of the sins 

and scandals of her priests. The clearest proof of her infallibility can be drawn from the sins 

and scandals (admitted by the church hierarchy) which would have destroyed her long ago, if 

Christ had not been in her midst to save and sustain her!"  

But it might be well for all Catholics and Protestants every-where, to take into consideration 

the words of Hebrews 10:26-29 - "For if we sin willfully after that we have received the 

knowledge of the truth, there remaineth no more sacrifice for sins (even the Pope can't 

disannul these). But a certain fearful looking forward to of judgment and indignation that will 

devour the adversaries. He that despised Moses' law died without mercy under two or three 

witnesses: Of how much sorer punishment, suppose ye, shall be he thought worthy, who hath 

trodden under foot the Son of God, and hath counted the blood of the covenant, wherewith he 

was sanctified, an unholy thing, and hath done despite unto the Spirit of grace?"  

Vs 31 - "It is a fearful thing to fall into the hands of the living God". Be warned! You will not 

be saved by your church affiliation, or by the pleas of the Pope, if you turn your back on the 

TRUTH!  

The Catholic church uses the same essential excuse as that used by the Protestant world. Both 

have failed to realize that Christianity is like a row boat with two oars, one is called FAITH, 

and other WORKS. In order for the boat to make a straight line to it's destination against the 

current, both oars MUST be used. To use only one, either FAITH or WORKS, without the 

other, causes the boat to move in circles, never reaching it's destination.  

Over and over again during the history of the Roman church, you can find at least twelve 

Popes who were raised up to take this head position, each of these Popes came into power 

through the riches and influences of Roman prostitutes. One, Pope John XI, the son of Pope 

Sergius, was consecrated as Pope at the age of twelve, through the influence of his mother 

Marosia, who was a well-known prostitute in Rome. He was so horribly profligate, that he 

was deposed by the Catholic laity and the clergymen of Rome. (Yet he had been chosen by 

the Church hierarchy to be "God's representative on earth".)  

As you take time to look at the crimes perpetuated by the Roman church, and you must be 

willing to do this if you are honest, you will find that a priest is not holy because he became a 

priest, or a bishop, or a Cardinal, or even Pope, but because of what he has done with Jesus 

Christ in his life. The Pope won't get into the Kingdom because he was chosen Pope, but by 

what he does with Jesus Christ.  

Jesus tells us about this in (Matthew 7:17-20) - "Even so every good tree bringeth forth good 

fruit: but an evil tree bringeth forth evil fruit. A good tree CANNOT bring forth evil fruit, 

neither can CORRUPT tree bring forth GOOD fruit. Every tree that bringeth forth not good 



fruit is hewn down and cast into the fire; (this will be true, no matter what church you attend, 

or whether you are Pope, Priest, Pastor or layman) wherefore, by their fruits (not what they 

say) shall ye know them". If he does not bring forth righteous fruit, no matter what vestments 

or crown he may wear; no matter whether he and others call him God's representative on 

earth, by his "works shall ye know" if he is from God or not!  

Many priests, as you probably know, are given to strong drink, even though the Bible 

cautions the religious against this. The Apostle Paul, writing in 1 Timothy 3:2 warns us that a 

Bishop (church leader) must be "vigilant, SOBER, of good behavior (The English word for 

BISHOP, comes from the Greek word EPISKOPOS, which means: "An official in general 

charge of the church [ecclessia]; a spiritual overseer"). In Titus 1:7, Paul says: "For a bishop 

MUST be blameless, (Greek ANEGKLETUS, meaning: "unaccused; by implication 

irreproachable"), as a steward of God; not self-willed, nor soon to anger; not given to wine, 

nor given to filthy lucre (love of material things").  

Yet I have seen priests and high church officials who have become "fallen down drunk" and 

yet it was laughed off by the church hierarchy as of little consequence.  

If church officials are questioned, they are apt to answer as they did to the priest Chiniquy, 

when he protested against the drunkenness of the Catholic clergy. (Page 90 of his book): The 

church officials said; "Are we not children of God? Is not the loving Father pleased when He 

sees His beloved children eat and drink of the good things He has provided for them?"  

"The more we, the beloved children of God eat of these delicate viands, and drink of the 

precious wines our Heavenly Father puts into our hands, the more He is pleased with us. The 

more we, the most beloved one's of God, are merry and cheerful, the more He Himself is 

pleased and rejoiced in His Heavenly Kingdom".  

Be honest now. Is this not making the Word of God of "non-effect", through church 

traditions? (Matthew 15:6,9).  

With blasphemous words, the Catholic clergy encourages drunkenness and gluttony among 

its priests, who often go to church within the hour, to confess their sins, and offer 

communion, while still "under the influence". I don't know about you, but common Christian 

sense tells me this is wrong!  

A priest who was confronted by one of his parishioners, who did not receive a clear 

conscience even after confession was asked by him: "Our Savior, Jesus Christ, paid for my 

sin debt on Calvary. He has saved and redeemed us by His death on the cross. Why then must 

you or I put again to the justice of God, that which His Son has already absolutely paid?"  

The priest replied: "That is the doctrine of Protestantism which was condemned by the Holy 

Council of Trent. Christ has most certainly paid for our sin debts; but not in such an -absolute 

manner that nothing is paid by us. It is only through the mercy of God, and the penances 

imposed by the church, that communicants can be purified." (My Catholic friend, this is 

making the Word of God of non-effect through church traditions," as our Savior criticized the 

Pharisees of doing in Matthew 15:6. The Apostle Paul, in Ephesians 2:8 said "For by grace 

(the unmerited favor of God) are ye saved through faith; and that not of yourselves; it is the 

gift of God: NOT OF WORKS, lest any man should boast". (Emphasis mine). That -seems 

mighty clear to me, regardless of what the Pope, some priest, or preacher may say to the 



contrary. There is nothing you can do to ensure your salvation. other than trust in the shed 

blood of Christ. The good works come after you are saved; they do not ensure salvation!  

This is further substantiated in Colossians 2:4, where the -Apostle speaking about Christ, 

says: "Blotting out the handwritings of ordinances that are against us, which was contrary to 

us, and took it out of the way, nailing it to His cross Christ did not do away with the Law, He 

confirmed it, but He did pay the penalty of the law, which was death, for those who accept 

Him as Savior.  

The Colossian Christians understood what Paul was talking about, for in those days, when a 

man was convicted of committing a crime, and was sentenced to prison, the presiding judge 

had a parchment called a "libellus" written, on which was listed the man's crime and 

punishment. This was nailed to his cell door. When he had completed his sentence, or had 

been pardoned the judge wrote across the face of this libellus the words PAID IN FULL! He 

could never be held accountable for that crime again. This did not make him blameless for 

additional crimes he might commit.  

This of course, in essence, is what Christ does for us, when we accept Him as Savior. He 

writes across the record of our disobedience to God, in His own blood PAID IN FULL! 

When a just God looks at the record of our lives, He does not see the record of our 

disobedience and rebellion, but the fact that His Son paid the penalty for our sins. There is 

absolutely nothing else that you, or I, or the priesthood can do to pay for our sins. Of course, 

when we sin, as all humans do, it is necessary to seek God's forgiveness. The Apostle John, 

writing in 1 John 1:9, says: "If we confess our sins (to Him, not to some priest or preacher), 

He is faithful and just to forgive us our sins (no priest has the scriptural authority to do this, 

and the church has no authority to give them this power), and cleanse us from all 

unrighteous-ness . The Psalmist tells us in Psalm 32:5- "I acknowledged my sin unto Thee 

(God), and mine iniquity have I not hid. I said, I will confess my transgressions unto the Lord 

(not to some priest); and Thou forgavest the iniquity of my sin". No, my Catholic friend, your 

priest does not have the scriptural authority from God, to forgive your sins, no matter how 

many times you may go to the confessional.  

While Catholic priests often profess a profound love and respect for the Holy Scriptures, 

many of them, like many Protestant prelates, do little to study them. In the Protestant church, 

the pastor's life is filled with weddings, funerals, visiting the sick, Rotary meetings, church 

business, etc. He has little time for study of the Word, which is supposed to be the foundation 

of his ministry.  

So Saturday comes around and he has not yet prepared his Sunday sermon. But no big 

problem, for he can go to his library, and take down a book written by Dr. So-and-So, D.D. of 

sermon outlines. The entire message is lined out for him, from the scripture he is supposed to 

read, to the illustrations he will give, and in thirty minutes he can prepare a passable Sunday 

morning sermon. The problem is that the message given is the thoughts of Dr. So-and-So, 

D.D., and are not necessarily Bible truths, for the good Doctor got his ideas from the 

seminary he attended, not necessarily from the Word of God. Thus apostasy rears its ugly 

head and good people are often led astray. (I'm sure the same thing happens in the Catholic 

church).  

Many priests, without a doubt, have a great love for their Savior, Jesus Christ, but as the 

Apostle Paul states in Galatians 1:8 - "But though we, or an angel from heaven, preach any 



other gospel unto you, than that which we have preached unto you, (the gospel message "By 

grace are ye saved, through faith... not of works") let him be accursed". The Jesus Christ the 

priests love, respect, and adore, is unfortunately not the Christ of Scripture, but the Christ of 

the Church of Rome who cannot save anyone.  

As Aaron led the children of Israel in the wilderness to worship a golden calf he had set up as 

their god, so these priests, who are often good men, unknowingly are leading their people to 

worship a god baked between two heated, well polished irons, in the form of a crucified man. 

This is blasphemy, some of you Catholics will say, but it is not nearly as blasphemous as 

what the priest tells you when he lifts the communion elements and says: "Ecce agnus 

Deiquitollit peccatu munde". ("Behold the Lamb of God, which taketh away the sins of the 

world"). When in reality he is only elevating a piece of bread which has no saving properties.  

So Christian people are led into idolatry!  

In Jeremiah 23:22, we hear God as He speaks to His Israel people:  

"But if they (the priests and preachers) had stood in My counsel, and had caused My people 

to hear My word (not the words of the Pope, or a priest. or a minister, but the words of God 

as given in the Scriptures) then they (the people) should have turned them from their evil 

ways, and from the evil of their doings".  

This has not happened in either the Protestant or Catholic church world, and indicates that 

something is terribly wrong with the preaching that is coming from our church leaders. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Purgatory 

For centuries, theologians have debated the parameters and even the existence of purgatory, a 

place where, the Catholic church teaches, human beings who died in God's grace are sent to 

be purified before entering heaven.  

Enter many Catholic churches and you will quickly find that the practice of praying for the 

dead is alive and well among the people in the pew.  

Such popular devotions as having a daily Mass said for the repose of the soul of a loved one 

or lighting a candle for someone who has died are part of the living tradition of the church. 

(Note that it is not part of "living Scripture", but of "tradition").  

When liberal Catholics would shove such teachings aside as outdated, the Vatican, in recent 

days, has made it clear it has no such plans. The new Catechism of the Catholic' Church 

reaffirms the traditional teachings about heaven and purgatory and makes it clear that "a 

perennial link of charity exists between the faithful who have already reached their heavenly 

home, those who are expiating their sins in purgatory and those who are still pilgrims on 

earth". Between them there is, too, an abundant exchange' of all good things.  

"Hell is still an option for the unrepentant who sin gravely against God, the catechism says, 

but purgatory is a place where individuals who are forgiven of their sins but die imperfectly 

purified; may achieve the holiness necessary to enter the joy of heaven".  

Since all Catholics are linked together in what the catechism calls "the Mystical Body of 

Christ", Masses, prayers, and acts of charity are offered up by the living for the dead and are 

viewed as helping purify individuals in purgatory of their sins so "they may attain the beatific 

vision of God". So says an Associated Press article in the Religious Section of the July 2, 

1994, Modesto, (Calif.) Bee.  

As a result, it is not at all unusual for Catholic priests to hand hundreds of dollars to their 

Bishop, which have been given to them by their parishioners, for the celebrating of masses 

for the souls of their loved ones who they have been told are in purgatory. No where in 

scripture can you find authority for this heathen practice. But it is a "money maker" for the 

church.  

You can search the scriptures from one end to the other, without finding even a hint of a 

place called purgatory, where the souls of those who were in Christ, have gone to be purified. 

It is almost as though the Catholic church is saying "the blood of Christ is not enough; for by 

your suffering in purgatory, you will be made pure and saved!"  

It is also interesting to note that Purgatory was not taught in the Catholic church, until 

hundreds of years after its beginning. It began when the church treasury began to "run dry" 

during the Middle Ages and there was a need to raise funds for the operation of the church.  

A little arithmetic will show that there are not enough priests, world-wide in the Catholic 

church, necessary to say masses which are paid for by the people. Could it be possible, do 

you suppose, that priests actually take money from their parishioners in pretext that their 



masses will save souls from Purgatory? A Purgatory which exists only in the imagination of 

the church, and which was invented to raise money for the church?  

In the late 1800's a scandal developed in the church in Canada, when it was found that the 

Catholic Bishops were pocketing most of the money paid for by these masses and were 

sending it to Paris, where masses were repeated for $.05 each by French priests who were 

actually living sinful lives with their concubines. You say: "Prove this!" and I say, "Look at 

the revealed history of your church!"  

As one good Catholic priest said when remonstrating with his Bishop over this nefarious 

practice: "Woe to our Holy Church, the day that our people learn that our holy religion, the 

blood of Christ, is turned into merchandise to fill the treasury of the Bishops and Popes". 

Woe indeed, from man as well as God!  

In Paris in 1874, it was discovered that the Catholic church was doing an immense business 

in the matter of masses for the dead. The government, which was not particularly friendly 

towards the church at that point, became suspicious and began examining the church's books. 

It found that an incredible number of masses paid for by the people, were never said, while 

the money went into the pocket of the Parisian Mass merchants. The Catholic bishops.  

But these things are not known by the rank and file members of the Catholic church, and like 

their brethren in the Protestant churches, they often get angry when someone exposes the 

hypocrisy in their church.  

The problem of alcoholism in the priesthood is acknowledged by many, so why is it that, 

knowing the dangers posed by the overuse of alcohol, that so many priests become 

alcoholics? Why, if a man is ordained by God, should he abuse his body by pouring poison 

into it?  

The Apostle Paul approaches this problem in 1 Corinthians 3:16, when he clearly states: 

"Know ye not that ye (Christians) are the temple of God, and that the temple of God dwelleth 

in you?" (This happens when you knowingly accept Christ as Savior, not when you are 

baptized as an unknowing infant).  

Baptism is necessary, don't get me wrong, but it should be as St. Peter taught in Acts 2:39 

when he told the people in Jerusalem on that first Day of Pentecost: "Repent and be baptized 

every one of you in the name of Jesus Christ for the remission of sins, and ye shall receive the 

gift of the Holy Ghost." The Holy Spirit does not indwell you when you "speak in tongues" 

but when you are "baptized into Christ for the remission of sins". In order for this to happen, 

you MUST know what you are doing!  

But after the Holy Spirit indwells you, 1 Corinthians 3:17 goes on to say: "If any man 

(woman) defile the temple of God (their body) him (her) shall God destroy: for the temple of 

God (the believer's body) is holy, which temple are ye".  

So if you pour poison into your body in the form of alcoholic beverages, tobacco, drugs, or in 

any other manner, expect God to ultimately destroy you. He may not do this instantaneously 

with a stroke of lightning, but "Be not deceived, God is not mocked," He will do it, one way 

or the other.  



If you were to go into a hospital and study the anatomy of those who have died as the result 

of alcoholism, drugs, or tobacco, you would understand better what this curse is all about. So 

why would a man of God deliberately destroy him-self, unless he wants to "do his own 

thing", regardless of what the consequences may be?  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



The New Catechism  

of the Catholic Church 

I believe it might be well, at this point, to discuss briefly the New Catechism which has been 

approved and released by Pope Paul II.  

Some of the revised rules include some surprises. For instance: "The plan of salvation also 

includes those who acknowledge the Creator, in the first place amongst who are the 

Muslims". Yet the words of the Christ, as clearly stated in the Scriptures says: "No man 

(woman) cometh unto the Father but by Me (Jesus)". (John 14:6). The catechism goes on to 

state that God's plan for salvation includes Jews and Muslims and repudiates centuries of 

Catholic teaching which heaped blame for the death of Christ on the Jews. Even though the 

Scriptures clearly state that it was they who cried "crucify Him! His blood be on our heads", 

(Matt. 27:22,25).  

This action so pleased the anti-Christ's of Judaism, that Rabbi A. James Rudin, spokesman 

for the American Jewish Committee praised the catechism for opening paths of contact 

between the two faiths. (Those who love Him, Christians, and those who hate Him, the anti-

Christ's of Judaism). Rudin then went onto further "brainwash" Catholics by stating that 

"Judaism is strictly a preparation for Christianity". This in the face of all proof that they are 

opposites and that "never the twin shall meet!"  

Although this volume is seasoned with Latin words and legalistic jargon, there are many 

intriguing passages: For example. There is the sin of "luke warmness" which is "hesitation or 

negligence in response to Divine love". This is one many Protestants would be well to copy, 

(see Rev. 3:16).  

"Irony" is sinful when "aimed at disparaging someone by maliciously caricaturing some 

aspect of his behavior".  

The catechism spends nearly two pages discussing "the common good," which is a term that 

religious and political leaders have used for centuries to justify actions which often trample 

on the rights of individuals.  

The church states regarding children that have died with-out benefit of baptism, that "the 

liturgy of the church invites us to trust in God's mercy and pray for their salvation."  

Another "dilly", which has been proven wrong over and over again, is that "A human being 

must always obey the certain judgment of his conscience". This is like saying, "That fellow 

must be right; he is so sincere", when "sincerity" is a matter of intent not fact. You can be 

very sincere and be sincerely wrong. The same goes for your conscience!  

This catechism moves beyond the tightly knit fraternity of the bishops who first requested it 

and into the more reactive world of rank-and-file Catholics. It is drawing much fire from the 

"feminists" and "women's libbers" in the Catholic church over it's male-centered language 

and it's defense of the barriers erected against women in the priesthood. But especially 

against homosexual behavior.  



Rev. Joseph Mannion, pastor of the St. Mary of the Annunciation Church in Oakdale, CA., 

says: We believe there should be no overt discrimination against homosexuals, that should 

not be denied their rights. But we also believe that there are some fundamental things which 

they do not have a right. When you believe that something is fundamentally wrong, and that 

something is sin, then the question of discrimination applies". (God says that it deserves the 

death penalty in both the old and New Testament; what is to be argued over?)  

For nearly a decade, an international team of Catholic scholars has been working on this 

catechism which is the first to be released since the Council of Trent in 1566. The basic 

heathenism of the church remains intact. That the church has precedence over the Word of 

God.  

   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Bible Study By Catholics 

For as long as you can trace Catholic church history, study of the Bible has been discouraged. 

Even when priests and nuns spend much time in this study, they are apt to be criticized by 

their Superiors, who may say to them, as one Superior said to a priest who was engaged in in-

depth Bible study: "You spend so much time studying the Bible and not enough in studying 

the doctrines and holy traditions of the Church. You are becoming inclined to interpret the 

Word, through your fallible intelligence, instead of going to the church for your 

interpretation. This was the rock on which Luther and Calvin were destroyed. Do not try and 

be wiser than the church!"  

This in essence is the same thing which happens in the Judeo-Christian church, as I have 

mentioned before. When men come to a passage which is hard to understand, instead of 

searching the scriptures for the true answer, they take the lazy way out and go to their pastor 

for the answer. In all probability, he will give them the answer he was given in the seminary, 

which is not necessarily what the Word of God says. In this way, error enters the church.  

The problem in both Catholic and Judeo-Christian churches is that the answer the pastor 

gives, is probably what his church teaches, ("making the Word of God of non-effect through 

their traditions").  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Maryolatry  

(The Worship of the Virgin Mary) 

Here in essence is a sermon preached in the Cathedral of Montreal on August 15, 1850. It 

gives the Catholic idea concerning the Virgin. Listen carefully, before you make any mental 

decisions:  

"Who among you will refuse any reasonable demands of a beloved mother? Who would 

sadden her loving heart by refusing a petition which you had the power to grant?"  

"This respect and obedience to our mothers, Christ Jesus, the Son of God, practiced to 

perfection. Although He was God and man, He was still in perfect submission to the will of 

His mother. The Gospel says, in reference to His parents, Joseph and Mary, that He was 

subject to them (Luke 2:51.) What a grand and shining revelation we have in these few 

words: Jesus was subject to Mary: Is it not written in Hebrews 13:8 that He is the same, 

yesterday, today and forever? He has not changed: He is still the Son of Mary, as He was 

when He was twelve years old.  

"This is why our holy Church invites you to put your unbounded confidence in her 

intercession. Remembering that Jesus has always granted her petitions, let us put our petitions 

in her hands, if we want to receive the favors we need."  

"The second reason we must all go to Mary is that we are sinners - rebels in the sight of God. 

Jesus Christ is our Savior. Yes! but He is also God, infinitely just, infinitely holy; He hates 

our sins with an intense hatred!"  

"Had we loved and served Him faithfully, we might be able to go to Him with hope and 

assurance of being welcomed, (I guess this priest had never read the Parable of the Prodigal 

Son in Luke 15:18-24). But we have forgotten and offended Him; we have trampled His 

blood under our feet; we have joined with those who nailed Him to the cross, pierced His 

heart with a lance, and shed His blood to the last drop. How can we dare to look at Him and 

meet His eyes? This is why our holy Church, speaking through her infallible pontiff, the 

Vicor of Christ, Gregory XVI, has told us, in the most solemn manner, 'Mary is the only hope 

of sinners!"'  

"Jesus has a thousand good reasons to refuse our petitions, if we are impudent enough to 

speak to Him ourselves. But look to the right hand of our offended King and behold His dear 

and divine Mother. She is your mother also! For it is to every one of us, as well as to John, 

that Jesus said on the cross, speaking of Mary: 'Behold thy mother!' (John 19:27). Jesus has 

never refused any favor asked by that mother! Let us go to her; let us ask her to be our 

advocate and plead our cause, and she will do it. Let us request her to ask for our pardon and 

we will get it!"  

This advice sounds impressive and reasonable, if it were true.  

The problem being that none of this message can be backed by scripture. It is all Church 

dogma! If what this priest said were true, why is it that John the Divine, writing in 1 John 2:1, 

said: "And if any man (woman) sin, we have an ADVOCATE with the Father, (not the Virgin 



Mary) but Jesus Christ the Righteous!" Christ is our ADVOCATE, our Defense Attorney, if 

you will, when we face an angry God.  

Speaking in Hebrews 7:25, specifically of Christ, the author says: Wherefore He (Jesus 

Christ) is able to save them to the uttermost, that come to God by Him (not through Mary or 

the church), seeing that He liveth to make INTERCESSION for our sins!" Over and over 

again in the New Testament, we are told that Jesus Christ is the ONLY ADVOCATE, 

between God and man. Mary is not mentioned once as such. The word ADVOCATE, as used 

in 1 John 2:7, comes from the Greek word "parakletos" which means: "an intercessor". 

Webster's New World Dictionary defines ADVOCATE, as "A person who pleads another's 

case". The only One who pleads our case before God is Jesus Christ. Nowhere in scripture is 

the Virgin Mary assigned this exhaulted position.  

In Matthew 12:47, we are told of an incident where as Jesus spoke to the people, He was told 

"Thy mother and thy brethren stand without, seeking to speak with Thee". His answer was: 

"Who is my mother? and who are my brethren?" Then stretching out His hand and pointing to 

His disciples. He said, (vs 49, 50) "...Behold my mother and my brethren. For whosoever will 

do the will of My Father which is in heaven, the same is my brother, and my sister, and my 

mother".  

You see that beautiful message that priest preached in the Cathedral of Montreal, was a 

sacrilegious lie. He told a deluded people that Jesus always granted the petition of His 

mother, when nowhere in Holy Writ can you find an example of this.  

There were times recorded when Jesus rebuked His mother for asking petitions of Him in 

public. Was it out of disrespect? Oh no! No Son respected or honored His mother more than 

He did her. But nowhere will you find that He ever implied, that we were to worship her, or 

go to God through her intercession.  

This is probably one of the most blasphemous and dangerous teachings in the Catholic church 

today, and it comes solely from tradition, not the Word of God. (See Mark 3:31-35).  

The story of our Savior's first recorded miracle at the wedding of Cana of Galilee, is I 

believe, an indication that our obedience is not to Mary, but to her Son, our Lord Jesus Christ.  

This incident, recorded in John 2:1-5, if you remember, has to do with a wedding which was 

being attended by Jesus and His mother. The host ran out of wine while the wedding was still 

in progress and Mary came to her Son, stating: "They have no wine!" (Notice there was no 

intercession on her part). He said to her, not in disrespect, I'm sure: "Woman, what have I to 

do with thee? Mine hour is not yet come!" Yet He went ahead and turned the water into wine.  

The Catholic church says this is proof, and a seal of Mary's irrestable superhuman power over 

her Divine Son and proof that Jesus cannot deny anything she asks of Him.  

Yet the witness of St. Matthew, St. Mark, St. Luke, and St. John, says to all Christians: "How 

can you be so blind as to not see that instead of a favor granted to Mary, this first miracle was 

the opportunity chosen by Jesus to protest against her INTERCESSION? It is a solemn 

warning, I believe to His mother, that she was not to interfere with His work, and that we 

must not put our confidence in what she asks Him to do".  



This will come as a shock to good Catholics, who will believe what I have said borders on 

blasphemy. Yet what I have said bears the seal of scriptural approval. My dear Catholic 

friend, you will not be "saved" and enter God's Kingdom through obedience and petition to 

Mary, but only as you come to God through His Son, our Lord! In John 6:40, we read: 

"...Everyone which seeth the Son (not His mother), and believeth on Him, (not Mary) may 

have everlasting life: and I (Jesus) will raise him up on the last day". Our salvation MUST be 

in Christ alone, for there is no other name given among men, whereby we MUST be saved.  

In the Cana of Galilee incident, we see where Mary full of compassion for the governor of the 

feast, who no doubt was terribly embarrassed by running out of wine, wanted her son to help 

him.  

But Christ answered her request with a mild rebuke. Instead of saying: "Yes, mother, I'll do 

what you tell me to do," He said in essence, "Woman, what have you to do with this matter. I 

don't want you to put yourself between the wants of lost men and me. I don't want the world 

to believe that you have the power to influence me, or control my compassion for lost men 

and women. It is to Me, and Me alone, that the lost children of Adam must come for 

salvation. Woman what part do you have in my work of saving a lost world? Nothing! I must 

fulfill my Father's will, not yours".  

Christ was trying to banish for all time, any idea that His mother or anyone else, could ever 

influence Him as an intercessor, and Mary understood this when she told the wedding 

servants: "Whatsoever He saith unto you, do it! Don't come to me, go to Him!"  

In Acts 4:12, where St. Peter preached his first, powerful sermon he said: "For there is none 

other name under heaven (other than Jesus Christ) given among men, whereby we MUST be 

saved". Mary can't do it! Only Jesus has the power to save, and He alone!  

Many a Catholic priest has struggled with this scripture and the knowledge that what he had 

been teaching concerning the Virgin Mary as intercessor was false; and many a priest has 

succumbed to pressure from his peers and church authorities and refused to speak what he 

knows is true! In this they are little different from the apostates among the JudeoChristian 

churches, who are governed by peer pressure.  

You might like to ask yourself these questions:  

"When Jesus and His mother Mary were on earth, who loved sinners with the most effective 

and saving love? Who died for them?" We have no evidence of Mary's love for lost men and 

women in the scriptures.  

As an honest Christian man and woman your answer would have to be: "It was Jesus, the Son 

of God, whose love is the only effective means of my salvation."  

To whom did Jesus invite sinners to go for salvation, Himself or Mary?" and the honest 

answer MUST be that Jesus said: "Come unto Me, and I will give you rest!" He never made 

this claim regarding His mother.  

I know of no example in the New Testament, where sinners fearing a rebuke at the hands of 

Jesus, ever went to His mother, hoping she would intercede for them.  



The penitent thief on the cross did not address his plea for mercy to the Virgin as she stood at 

the foot of His cross, we are told very clearly in Luke 23:42 that he turned to Jesus and said:  

"Lord, remember me when Thou cometh into Thy kingdom".  

If Christ is sitting at the right hand of the Father, as scripture says, then it is He we MUST go 

to. There is no scriptural evidence that His mother ever sat in this place.  

In Isaiah 53:12, we read: "...He (Jesus) was numbered with the transgressors; and He (not 

Mary) bare the sins of many, and made intercession for the transgressors". Mary had no part 

in this salvation process either then, or now.  

We read again in Hebrews 7:25 - "Wherefore He (Jesus) is able also to save them to the 

uttermost that come unto God by Him, seeing that He (Jesus) liveth to make intercession for 

them" My Catholic friend, can you see any part that Mary has in this scripture? You are 

saved by the intercession Jesus makes for you before the Father. You are not saved through 

any good work of His mother, no matter how wonderful a woman she might have been, and I 

honor her as His mother. She must have been the best. But she is not our salvation or our 

advocate!  

If Jesus is the only advocate we have with the Father, why should we attempt to reach Him 

through some other source?  

1 John 2:1, which I have quoted before states clearly: "...and if (when) any man (woman) sin, 

we have an ADVOCATE (intercessor) with the Father, Jesus Christ the Righteous" Only 

Jesus Christ qualifies as this INTERCESSOR! 

An in-depth study of your church, the Roman Catholic church will show that for at least the 

first six centuries of it's existence this doctrine of Mary worship was never taught in the 

Catholic church.  

The church teaching about the power that Mary has with Cod in heaven, and her love for 

sinners, were concoctions of Catholic theologians that came about, hundreds of years after 

the founding of the church. Much like aberrations found in the Judeo-Christian church such 

as the teachings on the "rapture", and the "Jews Chosen people theory".  

One of the things which has proven difficult for many studying for the priesthood, is that he 

is bound by a solemn oath, to never interpret the scriptures, except through the unanimous 

consent of the Holy Fathers. Yet the fact remains, that a little historical study will confirm 

that there is a decided lack of agreement on the part of the Church Fathers over most 

important subjects. The "immaculate conception of Mary" was one of them that caused deep 

church divisions and much deadly conflict!  

In fact, a study of church documents will prove that a great deal of Catholic literature was 

written and used by those in power, to prove that some other Holy Father was wrong or a 

heretic. Very few have been in agreement on important issues. Often they confess to having 

been mistaken on some issue or other, while now holding to what they consider "saving 

faith," that which they originally condemned. I can see the appropriateness of this, when it is 

proven to them by the scriptures that they are wrong. This is what I-did, when I discovered 

the fallacies in the Judeo-Christian teachings which were leading men and women astray. 



Believe me, it's not easy to do! But it must always be on a scriptural basis, not on what some 

church leader, be he Pope or otherwise says it is.  

There are apostolic liturgies of Saint Peter, Saint Mark and Saint James to prove that the 

sacrifice of the mass, purgatory, prayers to the dead, the changing of the consecrated 

elements of the communion into the body and blood of our Lord, were taught in the time of 

the Apostles. But a little study into church history, will prove that these liturgies are nothing 

but audacious forgeries which have been presented to the world by different Popes as gospel 

truths.  

Most Roman Catholics are taught from a very early age, that Mary is the "mother of God", 

and many times when praying they say: "Holy Mary, mother of God, pray for us sinners, 

now, and in the hour of our death. Amen  

But read these words, written by the Catholic St. Augustine, in his TREATISE ON THE 

FAITH AND CREED: "When the Lord saith, 'Woman what have I to do with thee? My hour 

is not yet come?' (John 2:24), He rather admonishes us to under-stand that, in respect to his 

being God, there is no mother for Him.  

During the first six centuries of the existence of the Catholic church, nothing can be found in 

church writings, about the dogma of the supreme power and infallibility of the Pope, or of the 

power of the Bishops over the Christian world.  

A look into church history will prove that Origen, a prominent theologian of the Second 

Century A.D. never believed in the eternal punishment of the damned; St. Cypria denied the 

supreme authority of the Pope; St. Augustine said that no Catholic was obliged to believe in 

purgatory; St. John Chrysostom, theologian of the 3rd and 4th Century A.D. publicly denied 

the obligation of "auricular" (spoken) confession and the real presence of the body and blood 

of Christ in the eucharist.  

One of the most learned of the Popes, Gregory the Great, called by the name of "Anti-Christ", 

all his successors who took the name of Supreme Pontiff, while teaching that they had Divine 

authority and supreme jurisdiction over the church.  

So to whom does the good Catholic go, if there is this disagreement among church leaders? 

They must do the same as the Protestant, who sees thousands of disagreements among his 

church leaders, all of whom profess to be Christian, while differing in doctrine. Any normally 

intelligent person knows this is wrong. So to whom must the Christian world go for the truth?  

Christianity has only one source of truth and that is found in the Holy Scriptures, and even 

that has been tampered with by the enemy, in recent years, to where much of the modern 

translations are aberrations of the Word. This base in under vicious attack in both the 

Catholic and Protestant church world.  

No institution in society can long survive if its structure is not built on a solid foundation of 

truth. The reason the Christian faith has survived 2,000 years of battering by a vicious enemy, 

is because it was based, not on what some Pope or Bishop taught, but on the solid foundation 

taught by it's founder, Jesus the Christ.  



If Christianity is to survive, and the open testimony of the anti-Christ enemy of Talmudic 

Judaism, is that they mean to destroy White Christian civilization, it must return to this un-

movable foundation.  

This is why I have written this controversial book. It was not to agitate so-called Christians, 

but to wake them up to efforts of the enemy to destroy everything they say they believe.  

You are not going to be saved through membership in any church, Roman Catholic or 

otherwise. But through belief in and acceptance of Christ as Savior. Jesus said, John 14:6- "I 

am the way, the truth, and the life; no man cometh unto the Father but by Me". There is no 

other way, no matter what church leaders may tell us to the contrary.  

The deterioration, disintegration and final destruction of Christianity has been in the enemy's 

battle plans since the very beginning. It has been accelerated today, in direct ratio to the 

distortion and misrepresentation which has been allowed in the church, which is a distortion 

of Scriptural truth. Truth is absolute!  

It either exists or it does not! There are no degrees of truth. To be "half-true" is as incredible 

as to be "half-loyal", or for a woman to be "half-pregnant". It's impossible!  

Dr. Benjamin Freedman, a noted advisor to seven U.S. presidents, and a convert from 

Judaism to Christianity, in his latter years said: "Whether authorities (political or religious) 

are guilty of ignorance or indifference is beside the point. A duplication of this exists today 

with respect to the crisis which confronts Christianity. We are living in the 'Zero Hour' of the 

Christian faith. No institution in modern society can long survive if its structure is not created 

on the foundation of truth. The Christian faith began on the solid foundation of its Founder, 

Jesus Christ. To survive, it must remain on that solid foundation. The deterioration, 

disintegration and final destruction of the Christian faith will be accelerated in direct ratio to 

the distortion and misrepresentation which is allowed to become the substitute for truth".  

"In their attempts to do an ounce of good in one direction, many well-intentioned persons 

have done a ton of harm in the other direction".  

"Regardless of what anyone, anywhere and any time may say, events of recent years 

everywhere, have established beyond the question of reasonable doubt, that the Christian 

faith stands with one foot in the grave, and the other on a banana peel, figuratively speaking. 

(Consider this. As the number of "born again" people have increased in America, this nation 

has moved faster into oblivion. Something is terribly wrong here! What has become of their 

Christian influence? Crime, corruption and evil of every kind is running rampant, and taken a 

stranglehold on American life. Could it be that Christians have become the "salt that has lost 

it's savor; its ability to act as salt and hold back corruption"? [Matt. 7:15] -Why have 

Christians for the most part failed in their mission? Could it be that they have failed to strike 

at the root of the problem, possibly because it is a Jewish root? Could ft be that our Christian 

people fulfill the words of Isaiah 29:13 - "This people draw near Me with their mouth, and 

with their lips do honour Me, but they have removed their heart far from me, and their fear 

towards Me is taught by the precept (traditions) of men" - (Author Mohr).  

"The Christian faith stands at the crossroads of its destiny. The Divine and sacred mission of 

the Christian faith is in jeopardy today, to a degree never before witnessed in its 2,000 year 

history.  



"If the day ever arrives that Christians can no longer profess their faith, as they are allowed to 

do in the Free World, then we will see the beginning of the last days". (UNQ).  

Dr. Freedman did not live to see these days when our own government, has become the 

enemy of "true Christianity". It is useless to attempt to deny that Christianity is on the 

defensive throughout the world. This realization should stagger the imagination of those of us 

who know what is going on and understand the situation.  

The history of the world for the past several centuries and current events at home and abroad, 

confirm the existence of a conspiracy (and yes, Virginia, there is a conspiracy; which comes 

into being when two or more persons gather in an attempt to destroy something worthwhile; 

government or religion). The world-wide plot of these diabolical conspirators has been 

implemented while the Christian church, of all branches, has been asleep. The Christian 

clergy, Catholic and Protestant alike, for the most part have been indifferent to this plot. They 

have buried their collective heads in the sands of indifference, like the proverbial ostrich. 

Their ignorance and indifference has dealt a severe blow to the Christian faith. We need a 

spiritual Paul Revere, to ride throughout Christendom, warning that our enemies are closing 

in on us, and rallying them to the defense. This is another reason this book was written.  

But I have wandered a bit afield from our subject, so let's get back to our discussion of 

Catholicism and take a FURTHER LOOK AT THE SUBJECT OF PURGATORY  

The following incident is true and was recorded by Mr. Chiniquy in his personal memoirs as 

a Catholic priest in Canada  

"I was coming from the church with the curate, when we were met by a poor man, covered 

with rags. His pale and trembling lips indicated the last degree of human misery. Taking off 

his hat, he addressed Rev. Primeau: 'You know sir, that my poor wife was buried ten days 

ago. I fear she is now in Purgatory, for every night in my dreams, I see her wrapped in 

flames, she cries to me for help and asks me to have a high mass sung for the rest of her soul. 

Will you help me?"  

The curate said: "Of course your wife is suffering the unspeakable tortures of Purgatory, 

which can only be relieved by the offering of the holy sacrifice of the Mass. Give me five 

dollars and I'll say the mass tomorrow morning!"  

The man replied: "You know, Mr. Le Cure, that my wife has been sick a long time and I don't 

have five dollars to my name  

The curate replied, rather harshly I thought: "If you cannot pay, you cannot have the mass 

sung. That is the rule and I can't change it!"  

I knew this priest. He was well-off, the head of one of the richest parishes in Canada, with 

money in the bank. I had hoped that he would sing the mass without pay, but he refused.  

My first thought was to give the poor man five dollars, but I did not want to insult the priest 

who was older than I.  

While I was feeling ashamed of his actions he said to the man: "That woman was your wife, 

not mine. It is your business, not mine, to get her out of Purgatory".  



The priest then suggested that he would say five low masses for a dollar, but the man replied: 

"I can no more give you one dollar than five, as I don't have anything."  

The priest said: "What about those two beautiful suckling pigs I saw at your house? Give me 

one of them and I'll say the high mass  

The man replied: "A neighbor gave them to me so I could raise them to feed my three 

children. They will surely starve if I give them to you  

"I left that 'greedy merchant of souls', in shame and disgust, and locked myself in my room. I 

wept most of the night. I said: 'My God! My God! Is it possible that in my dear church of 

Rome, there can be such an abomination as I saw today? How cruel and merciless are thy 

priests. Is it not blasphemous to call ourselves priests, when we will not sacrifice anything to 

save a poor lost soul, her husband and their starving children? What right has the church to 

extort money from Thy children to help them out of Purgatory? Did not the apostles say that 

Thy blood alone can purify men's souls?"'  

Several of the early Catholic Fathers considered Purgatory to be of heathen origin. 

(Remember that this teaching was not accepted in the church until the late Middle Ages.)  

Tertullian spoke of it only after he had joined the sect of the Montanists, and he confessed 

that he could find no teaching regarding Purgatory in the Holy Scriptures.  

St. Augustine, possibly the most pious and learned of the Holy Fathers, could not find 

Purgatory mentioned in the Bible and positively said that its existence was dubious; that 

every-one may believe what he thinks proper about it.  

Isn't it sad, that if Purgatory is a reality, and priests can help people out of its torture, by 

prayer and masses, that they rush to the bereaved family and offer to do it for money?  

"Later at that curates table", Chiniquay said, "I sat down to a delicious meal, of roast pork, 

which is my favorite food.  

But before I ate the first bite I said: "Is this the suckling pig of that poor man of yesterday?"  

The priest laughed and said: "Yes, it is. If we can't take the soul of that poor soul out of 

purgatory, we will at least eat her pig".  

The other priests at the table laughed, but I stood up in a fit of anger and said: "I would rather 

starve than eat of that execrable (cursed) dish, for I see in it the tears of that poor man and the 

blood of his starving children".  

The curate, stunned by my words, could only lisp an excuse and the suckling pig remained 

untouched. The dinner had turned into a funeral service.  

 

 



The Immaculate Conception of Mary! 

I have already briefly mentioned the meeting in St. Peter's Cathedral in Rome, on Dec. 9, 

1884, where Pope Pius IX declared that: "We must believe that the blessed Virgin Mary was 

immaculate (without sin) in her conception? There is no salvation to them who do not believe 

this dogma!"  

As an intelligent Christian, no matter what church you attend, doesn't it seem strange to you 

that 1854 years of Roman church history passed, before this doctrine was accepted by the 

church?  

Incredibly, some of the large cities in Europe, particularly in Spain, were drenched with 

blood by supporters and opponents of this un-scriptural doctrine of the Church. In an attempt 

to resolve this conflict, deputation after deputation was sent to various Popes, asking for their 

infallible beliefs on the subject. Philip III and Philip IV, Kings of Spain, made efforts to force 

Popes Paul V, Gregory XV and Alexander III into stopping the shedding of blood within the 

church, by giving a Papal opinion on the immaculate conception. But they failed, as these 

popes refused to make such a decision.  

The infallible heads of the Church of Rome, by their own admission) have stated time and 

time again: "that the dogma of the Immaculate Conception of Mary was not revealed in the 

Holy Scriptures, had never been taught by the Apostles, nor by the church Fathers, and had 

never been believed or preached by the church of Rome as Catholic faith".  

The only thing these popes did to stop the bloodshed, was to forbid parties from calling each 

other heretics: and to forbid them from declaring this dogma to be an article of faith which 

must be believed in order to be saved. Which is what Pius IX did!' It was reserved for Pope 

Pius IX, to drag the church into an un-scriptural folly which is today preached as infallible 

doctrine.  

A monk called Father Leonard, was supposed to have had a vision, in which the Virgin Mary 

came to him, stating that there would be an end to wars in the world, heresies and division in 

the church, if all the faithful were to believe that she had been immaculately conceived 

without sin.  

Many Catholics, including Pope Pius IX, believed this was a genuine revelation from heaven 

and vowed to promulgate this new dogma, which had never been preached before. Doesn't it 

seem strange to you, that if this was truth, why God had not revealed it to the church 

hundreds of years before?  

But Pius IX, instead of securing the peace of the church and destroying heresies, did more to 

shake the faith of Catholics than all her enemies in Protestantism could accomplish. For by 

forcing this new article of faith on the consciences of the Catholic people, he pulled down 

one of the strongest sup-porting pillars of the church.  

With supreme contempt, the priests of Rome have been castigated by men like Martin Luther 

(who had himself been a priest), Knox and Calvin, for stating: "In the Holy Catholic Church, 

there is no change, no innovations, no novelties, no new dogma. We believe today as the 

Apostles believed and taught".  



Yet it immediately becomes obvious that this is not true, for suddenly in 1884, the church 

proved that new dogmas and articles of faith were being accepted by it's head, the supposedly 

infallible pope.  

Mr. Chiniquay tells of his dismay in receiving a letter from his Bishop, decreeing that he 

must preach this new dogma as an article of faith. Being a brave man, he read the decree to 

his congregation, along with the Pope's statement damning anyone who refused to accept it.  

A few days later, a rich and respectable farmer visited the rectory and asked the priest: 

"Father, does the pope tell us in his letter that we can find the' new dogma of the Immaculate 

Conception of the Virgin in Scripture? Has it been taught and believed by the Holy Fathers, 

since the day of the Apostles?"  

The priest had to reply: "That's what the Pope's letter said".  

The farmer said: "Father, would you be so kind as to read the Scriptures that teach this 

dogma?"  

Of course the priest couldn't do this, since they don't exist. He had to honestly tell his 

inquirer: "I'm sorry to say, I have never found this teaching in the Holy Scriptures, but I have 

found many words which indicate the contrary."  

"I hope you will excuse my next question" said the farmer. "There has been a great deal of 

talk about this new article of faith among us since last Sabbath; I want to know a little more 

about it. The Pope said we had to believe, didn't he?"  

And the priest replied: "Yes, the Pope said this in his Encyclical (papal document), but these 

last nine hundred years, many popes have declared that the church never believed it. Several 

even forbade Catholics to say this was an article of faith."  

"If this is true", the farmer stated, "how do we know that the other dogmas of the church, 

such as confession, purgatory, etc., are true?"  

How do you answer an honest inquiry such as this. And today, millions of Catholics are 

asking them.  

   

 

 

 

 

 



The Confession Box 

There are two types of women in the world we should feel sorry for. The Brahmin women of 

India, who have been so deceived by their priests, that they will throw themselves on the 

funeral pyre of their husband, as an offering to her gods; and the Roman Catholic woman, 

who has been no less deceived by her priests, as she is required to undergo the mental tortures 

of the confession box.  

Does an honest and godly priest not have a twinge of conscience, when he, as an unmarried 

man, is required to draw out the most intimate thoughts of a young girl, or a wife? Is he not 

promoting sin in that immature girl, by suggesting things to her which she may never have 

thought of even in her fantasies?  

If a young husband or father heard some of the intimate questions asked by the priest in the 

confessional of his wife or daughter, would he inclined to blow that priest's brains out? He 

would if any other man had done the same!  

Here is an true example: A beautiful young woman approached her priest with these words: 

"Father, I am a desperate sinner and I fear that I am lost. But before I begin my confession, 

let me ask that you do not pollute my mind by questions which confessors are in the habit of 

asking female penitents. I have already been destroyed by these questions. Before I was 

seventeen, God knows, I was as pure as one of His angels; but the chaplain at the nunnery 

where my parents sent me for an education, although a much older man, asked me questions 

that I did not understand. Later it was explained to me by one of my classmates."  

"This was the first unchaste conversation of my life and plunged my mind into a sea of 

iniquity I had never known before. For the first time in my life, I was assailed by sensual 

temptations, they overwhelmed me day and night and I was struck with terror over the 

dangers they posed to my immortal soul."  

"Covered with shame" I went to the old confessor, whom I respected as a saint, and confessed 

my innermost thoughts. Only one, which was so base I could not bring myself to confess, was 

kept from him."  

"He spoke kindly to me and encouraged me to fight against my bad inclinations. But when he 

finished, before I left the confessional, he posed two new questions of such a polluted nature, 

that I fear not even the blood of Christ, or my fear of hell, will ever blot it from my mind. 

Those questions invited me into new realms of darkness and were deadly arrows which filled 

my veins with new sexual poison."  

"At first, his suggestions filled me with the utmost disgust, but as I became accustomed to 

them; they filled me with an unholy longing and have been the source of criminal thoughts 

and desires ever since."  

"A month later, I was so lost in sinful thoughts, that I had a tete-a-tete with my confessor, and 

found that he was as depraved in his actions, as I was in my thoughts". God alone known how 

many times this has been repeated in Catholic circles.  



I don't know how this story effects you, but it brings to my mind the words of our Savior in 

Matthew 18:6 - "But whoso shall offend one of these little ones which believe in Me, it were 

better for him that a millstone was hanged about his neck, and that he were drowned in the 

depth of the sea". I would not want to stand in the place of that depraved priest, when he 

stands before the Judge. God will not hold any man; preacher, priest or pope, guiltless, who 

pollutes the innocent.  

When the priest who heard the above confession went to his Superior about this, he was told: 

"Such cases of the destruction of female virtue by the questions of the confessors are 

unavoidable evils. It cannot be helped: for such questions are absolutely necessary... since the 

greater part of girls and women make false confessions regarding their impurity. It requires 

the greatest zeal and prudence on the part of the confessor when dealing with these matters." 

Evidently, there are attempts to cover up these incidents when they happen in the church, 

rather than prevent them.  

All this seems to be begging the question: since no where in the Scripture, or in early church 

history do we find evidence of the confessional box, which has often been the breeder of sins 

in women. How can the church venerate something which destroys the souls of many? It was 

never endorsed by Christ, or His Apostles, or the early Church Fathers.  

There is much documented evidence available that the Roman Catholic Church has had plans 

for world-wide conquest, that often runs parallel to that of International Zionism in it's quest 

for power. Like Zionism and Freemasonry, the plans of the Vatican are not just spiritual, but 

are for the takeover of physical assets everywhere, for the church leaders know that with 

money goes world power.  

While I sincerely doubt that few Catholics in America would approve of this, or even have an 

inkling of what is happening in high places, it needs to be brought to your attention. One of 

the attributes of Christian Identity, is liberty for the individual, under God's law.  

A rather remarkable article appeared in THE FREEMAN'S JOURNAL, in 1851. This was the 

official Journal of the Catholic Bishop of New York. The editor of this paper, a Catholic 

Irishman named D'Arcy McGee, was determined to head a colonization project aided by 

fellow Irishmen, as the living conditions of Irishmen arriving in our large cities was often 

appalling.  

A large assembly, mostly of priests, met in Buffalo, N.Y. in the spring of 1852. D'Arcy was 

disappointed in that most of them were sent by a Bishop in the U.S. to oppose his plans. They 

answered his plans with this statement:  

"We are also determined to take possession of the United States; but we must proceed with 

the utmost secrecy and wisdom. What does a skillful general do when he wants to conquer a 

country? Does he scatter his soldiers over the farm lands, and spend their energies plowing 

fields? No! He keeps them close to his flanks and marching towards the enemy strongholds; 

the rich and powerful cities. The farming countries then submit and become the price of this 

victory without moving a finger to subdue them!  

"So it is with us (the hierarchy of the Roman Catholic Church), we must mass our Roman 

Catholics in the great cities of the U.S., remembering that the vote of a poor journeyman, 

though he be covered with rags, has as much power as the millionaire Astor and that if we 



have two votes against his one, he will become as powerless as an oyster." (This shows their 

naivete regarding how Jewish political power operates). "Let us multiply our votes; let us call 

one poor but faithful Irish Catholic from every corner of the world, and gather them into the 

hearts of the cities of Washington, New York, Boston, Chicago, Buffalo, Albany, Troy and 

Cincinnati.  

"Under the shadow of these great cities, the Americans consider themselves to be an 

unconquerable race. They look upon poor Irish Catholics with supreme contempt, as only fit 

to dig their canals, sweep their streets, and work in their kitchens. Let no one awake these 

sleeping giants today. Let us pray that they continue to sleep a few years longer, waking only 

to find their votes outnumbered as we will turn them forever, out of every position of honor, 

profit and power! When not a single judge, or policeman will be elected if he is not a devout 

Irish Catholic. What will the so-called giants think then? What will they think when not a 

single senator or member of Congress will be chosen, unless he first submits to our Father the 

Pope?"  

"We will not openly elect the President, but fill and command the armies, man the navies, and 

hold the keys of the public treasury. It will then be the time for our faithful Irish people to 

give up their grog shops, in order to become the judges, and governors of the land".  

"Then we will rule the United States, and lay them at the feet of the Vicar of Rome, that he 

may put an end to the god-less system of education, and the impious laws of liberty of 

conscience, which are an insult to both God and man".  

Empty word, you may say! Rhetoric spoken with religious fervor! Not so! For this has been 

the Roman road of conquest in every country they now control and as I have mentioned 

before, under the hierarchy of the church, who is not so much interested in the souls of men, 

as it is in money and power, these countries have all lost their God-given natural freedoms, 

and have developed into Third World poverty cases.  

This may seem as a needless worry to many, but when one takes time to study the absolute 

abject submission on not only the Roman Catholic Irish, but of all Catholics of all countries, 

to one man in the Vatican, one can see how their mind, soul and will is tied to the feet of their 

priests and the church.  

One needs only to visit a strong Catholic country such as Mexico, to see this story re-enacted. 

The priest in most cases rules the country town, dictating to its mayor, and police chief. The 

wealth of the church, often is more than the combined value of the town. But this wealth is 

not used for the welfare of the people who supply it. Hardly! While the local priest often lives 

well indeed, his people are often on the verge of starvation, while the church continues to 

fatten off them through their payment for masses and other church trivia.  

Most priests, if they were honest, would have to admit that the Roman Church is the 

implacable enemy of our Republic. (By this I am not referring to a Democracy, or the 

Welfare State we have become, but to the Constitutional Republic this country was meant to 

be). The professors in the Catholic Seminaries are almost unanimous in teaching that the 

Constitutional government of this one-time Republic is contrary to the principles and law of 

the Roman church.  

 



What are the principles the church denies?  

1 - The equality of our citizens under law; the fundamental principles. That all citizens are 

created with an equal opportunity in life, not that they are created physically equal.  

2 - That the liberty of conscience, as proclaimed by our Republic, (Or at least its Founding 

Fathers who formed this Republic) is the most sacred principle which each American MUST 

uphold if we are to remain free! 

Liberty of conscience, has been declared by all popes of the Roman church as a godless, 

diabolical thing, which they seek to destroy. To control people, you must first have full 

control of their wills, and this is what the church seeks through the teaching of it's priests.  

Today, the issue of "separation of church and state" has reached the absurd level, where some 

people want no Christian influence in government at any cost. This is not what the First 

Amendment seeks, nor is it its meaning, contrary to what critics may tell you.  

America was born as a Christian nation, a nation "under God's Law". It was not under the 

Pope, for many Christians fled to America, to escape his influence. It was not under the 

command of a State church, as had been the case in England.  

It was set up to be run by the Natural Laws of God, as revealed in His recorded Law, the Ten 

Commandments!  

It might be of value to mention here, that America was not set up to be a "multi-cultural" 

state, as it is now becoming. She was born out of religious persecution, and was formed as a 

refuge where men and women might come and worship God according to the dictates of their 

conscience. It was not set up for freedom of worship for the Jews, or the Moslems, or the 

Brahmins, or all the other religions who have flocked to this country, to take advantage of our 

freedoms. It was strictly a Christian nation. You can readily see this by reading the 

Constitutions of every one of the Thirteen original states. Many state that their colony was set 

up "for the glory of God, and the propagation of the Christian faith." Nothing said about 

freedom for heathen religions.  

In no way was this country set up as a "religious haven" for any religion other than 

Christianity!  

4 - While our Constitution allows every man, woman and child to serve God according to the 

dictates of their conscience, the church of Rome declares that no man or woman has this right 

to worship God, other than under the control of the Pope.  

5 - Our American Constitution denies the right of anyone to punish another who disagrees 

with him over a religious issue. The Roman church, through the Pope, declares that the 

church has the ultimate right to confiscate goods, and even take the life of those who refuse to 

bow to the authority of the Pope. Millions of people, including many who went by the name 

of Christian, have been so eliminated under Roman authority.  

6 - The Constitution of the United States is based on the principle that the people are the 

source of all civil power, while the church of Rome, over and over again, during the last 20 



centuries of history, has proven that "All civil government must be based on the foundations 

of the Roman Catholic Church, and be subject to it Vicar". 

There have been many well known and respected men in American history, who have known 

of this Roman conspiracy to rule the world, and whether you want to accept it or not, it is as 

real and dangerous as that of International Zionism. (Sometimes it appears that the big three 

which suppress freedom, Freemasonry, the Roman Church and International Zionism, are all 

working "hand in hand" towards the New World Order, with it's one world religion, which 

most certainly will not be Christianity, either of the Roman Catholic or Protestant variety. 

The present Pope has become notorious for his cooperation with International Zionist 

interests).  

Former Secretary of the Navy, Richard Thompson, in his book titled THE PAPACY AND 

THE CIVIL POWER, said: "Nothing is plainer than that, if the principle of the Church of 

Rome prevails here, our Constitution will necessarily fall. The two cannot exist together. 

They are in open and direct antagonism with the fundamental theory of our government and 

of all popular governments".  

A highly respected Spanish Catholic leader stated in 1869: "There is not a single progressive 

principle which has not been cursed by the Catholic church. This is true in England and 

Germany, as well as all Catholic countries... Not a single constitution has been born, not a 

single step towards progress has been made, not a solitary reform effected, that has not come 

under terrific anathemas of the church".  

You may not want to accept these harsh but true facts about the church you have been taught 

to revere. But you need to know about them. What have your own church leaders said about 

them?  

Here is one statement written during the middle of the 19th Century, which is as true now as 

when it was written: "The church is of necessity intolerant. Heresy she endures when and 

where she must, but she hates it, and directs all her energies to destroy it.  

"If Catholics gain a sufficient numerical majority in this country, religious freedom will end. 

So our enemies say and so we believe". (Official Journal of the Bishop of St. Louis, in 1851).  

"No man has the right to choose his religion," (Official Journal of Bishop Hughes, New York, 

1870).  

"The church... does not, and can not accept, or in any degree favor, liberty in the Protestant 

sense, (freedom of conscience)" (The Catholic World, 1870).  

"Religious liberty is merely endured until the opposite can be carried into effect without peril 

to the Roman Church," (Bishop of Pittsburgh).  

"It was proposed that all religious persuasions should be free and their worship publicly 

exercised. But we have rejected this article as contrary to the canons and councils of the first 

Catholic Church", (Encyclical in 1808, by Pope Pius VII).  



Cardinal Manning, speaking in the name of the Pope, declared that the pope was "the 

supreme judge over the peasants in the field, over the prince on his throne, over the legislator 

who makes the laws."  

"We declare and affirm, define and pronounce it to be necessary to salvation to every human 

creature, to be subject to the Roman Pontiff. (Note carefully that this obedience is to the 

Pope, not to God)  

"It is the intention of the Pope to possess this country (America). In this intention he is aided 

by the Jesuits, all prelates, and priests". There you have it my Catholic friend, straight from 

the "horse's mouth".  

I could go into detail about some of the bloody massacres decreed by the Catholic church 

against those they declared to be heretics. But it is not my intention to inflame anti-Catholic 

feelings in those who read this book, for there have been crimes committed against Catholics, 

by so-called Protestants. (Our atheistic critics love to point to these so-called religious wars, 

and show how Christians have been responsible for much bloodletting. May I say, that 

regardless of who they were, or what they claimed to be, those who perpetrated these 

atrocities showed by their fruits that they were not Christian!)  

You may ask why I have written this criticism about the church that many of you adore?  

I can assure you it was not for the sake of sensationalism. I do not covet your disfavor, or 

even your hatred. I love all Christians, whether they are "brainwashed" Judeo-Christians, 

Romans Catholics, Protestants, or some of the poorly taught brethren of my Identity faith. 

Jesus Christ died for all of you. He gave His body to be broken and defiled to save you from 

the result of your sins and disobedience.  

He loved you enough to die in your place, the "just for the unjust", that He might bring us to 

God. We come to Him under no man's authority, other than of His Word.  

Beloved, of whatever Christian religious profession you may be, this land of ours is in dire 

danger! Worse than anything most of you can possibly imagine, or which we have ever 

encountered in the past. I have seen the results of this Satanic hatred, for God's people, and I 

am not referring to those we call Jews. This personal knowledge is why I do not want Satan 

to seduce you in any way.  

We cannot place our liberty in the hands of any man, Pope, International Jewish Banker, or 

head of a New World Order. Our King MUST be only Jesus the Christ. Our American 

watchword MUST be: "WE HAVE NO KING BUT JESUS!" and we MUST do more than 

give mere "lip service" to Him. It is to Him, and Him alone that we owe full allegiance.  

 

 

 



The Kingdom Movement - Christian Identity! 

I have spoken about some of the errors which have crept into the Roman Catholic and Judeo-

Christian beliefs. It is only proper, that I take a close look at the Identity Movement, I 

adopted in 1980.  

At this time I was a member of a Fundamentalist Baptist church. For twelve years I had 

worked as a well known "lay evangelist", speaking in some of the largest churches in the 

country, and welcome in schools such as Tennessee Temple, Bob Jones University and 

Pensacola Christian Academy. As a member of the American Opinion Speakers Bureau of 

the John Birch Society, and an evangelist, I had toured the country, speaking in all the states 

but Maine, five foreign countries, and over 3500 American communities, with the message 

that we MUST return in OBEDIENCE to God, before He could or would heal our land.  

In 1980 I was a member of a Fundamentalist Baptist church on the Gulf Coast of Mississippi. 

I believed the doctrines of the Judeo-Christian church, that the Jews were God's Chosen 

people and must not be criticized in any way; the error that Christ did away with the Law 

when He died on Calvary; the error of the Rapture of the church, and that "inter-racial 

marriage" was approved by God, as long as both members were Christians, ala Dr. Billy 

Graham.  

My mind was so encased in "hardened Baptist denominational cement", that it took a 

traumatic experience, which I call the "dynamite of God", to shatter this cement and cause me 

to look at the truth in God's Word. I learned the personal lesson of John 8:32 - "And ye shall 

know the truth, and the truth shall make you free." If any man would have told me that I was 

a slave to the "brainwashing" of Judeo-Christianity, I would have laughed in his face.  

I thought I knew the TRUTH, but in reality I knew what my Bible School educated pastor 

said was TRUTH. He was sincere all right, but taught what he had been told was TRUTH in 

Bible School, sometimes by Jewish professors, who were not even saved. I didn't realize it, 

but I was completely "brainwashed", as millions of Christians have been by the Jewish 

propaganda taught in our schools, the church, and by the media. Instead of listening to what 

our Savior taught in John 10:26, when He told the Jewish religious leaders: "But ye believe 

(Me) not, because ye are NOT OF MY SHEEP", which seems mighty plain to me now that I 

KNOW the truth, I accepted what my "brainwashed" pastor said, even though it contradicted 

my Savior.  

During the Vietnam War I worked the College Lecture Circuit and came into sometimes 

violent contact with men such as Abbey Hoffman and Jerry Rubin, and their Communist 

Students for a Democratic Society (S.D.S.) which was tearing up our colleges, according to a 

blueprint which had been brought to the United States from Russia in 1937 and was taught at 

the Eugene Debs Labor School in Milwaukee. I was amazed to find that in 100% of the cases, 

the leaders of these radical groups were young Jews from wealthy families, usually their 

fathers were lawyers.  

I became so intrigued with the Jewish attraction to Communism, that in the summer of 1980, 

I took off three months from a very busy schedule to try and find the reason. I went to Jewish 

sources for my answers, and was amazed that instead of denying this connection they reveled 

in it.  



In the ASIAN MAGAZINE, March 1920, I read the following statement made by a Jewish 

leader: "In all Bolshevik institutions, the heads are Jewish. We look on Bolshevism as a 

Jewish affair. There is a great national fervor among Jews in the behalf of Communism; we 

believe that the promised time of victory for God's Elect (Jews) is now".  

When Rabbi Stephen Wise, the top Jew in America was asked to comment on Communism, 

he said: "Some call it Communism; I say it's Judaism!"  

The LONDON JEWISH CHRONICLE, Apr. 4, 1919 stated: "...there is much in the fact of 

Bolshevism, in the fact that the ideals of Bolshevism are consonant (in agreement) with the 

finest ideals of Judaism".  

The AMERICAN HEBREW, the largest Jewish newspaper in the United States, in the 

summer of 1919 had a front page edition which declared: "What we (Jews) did in Russia 

through Jewish brains and money power, we will accomplish in the United States". This was 

at the time when Stalin was in the process of murdering millions of Russian Christians, most 

often under the supervision of Jewish Commissars. (For confirmation read history of this 

period written before 1950 when Jewish censorship of the truth began to go into effect.)  

The Jewish author Marcus Eli Ravage, writing in the Jan 1928 issue of CENTURY 

MAGAZINE, stated: "We Jews are at the bottom of nearly all your wars and revolutions; not 

only of the Russian revolution, but every major revolution in history. (Compare with Jesus' 

words in Matt.23:34,35) We did it solely with the irresistible might of our Jewish spirit; with 

ideas and propaganda" -  

This statement reflects one made many years earlier in 1856, by a Rabbi Reichorn, top Rabbi 

in France, when at the funeral of another Rabbi he was quoted as saying: "Wars are the Jews 

harvests. With them we kill off Christians and gain control of their gold. We have already 

killed 100-million of them, and the end is not yet".  

During this study period I was able to obtain eight books of the 63 volume Babylonian 

Talmud, which Jewish sources say is the "heart blood of Judaism". I was amazed and 

horrified at the hatred expressed there for Jesus Christ and all Christians and where we are 

consigned to spend eternity in hell, standing up to our necks in boiling excrement. These 

books constantly refer to our Savior an "illegitimate bastard born to a Jewish whore named 

Mary and conceived during menstruation".  

By the end of the summer, studying from Jewish sources, history and the Scriptures, I was 

convinced that the people we call Jews cannot possibly be the Chosen People of the Bible, in 

spite of what my pastor said. I began to contrast what he said, with what my Savior said, as 

recorded in the Bible. In John 10:26, speaking to the Jewish leaders, He said: "But ye believe 

(Me) not; because ye are NOT OF MY SHEEP". This seemed mighty plain to me. Then as 

confirmation He went further to say: "Ye (Jews) believe Me not, because ye are NOT OF MY 

SHEEP. My sheep hear My voice and follow Me..." In Matt 23:15 He accused the Pharisees 

of crossing sea and land to make converts, only to turn them into "two fold more children of 

hell than yourself", hardly Chosen People material. And the Apostle Paul, an Israelite; raised 

as a Jew, and before his conversion a Pharisee, said of them in 1 Thess. 2:15 - "Who both 

killed the Lord Jesus, and their own prophets, and have persecuted us (the Christian church), 

and they please not God, and are contrary to all men".  



In Matthew 24:33 and elsewhere, our Lord called the Jews a "generation bloodline) of 

serpents and vipers (poisonous snakes)", and asked the rhetorical question: "How can ye 

escape the damnation of hell?"  

Yet when I went to my pastor with all this proof, he became furious, and when I finally told 

him that I MUST accept the testimony of my Savior, over what he taught, that was the end. 

Within two weeks he had spread the word across the State of Mississippi, that Jack Mohr was 

an apostate, to the this evaluation in vs 2 when he says: "much every way, for unto them were 

committed the oracles. (Utterances) of God". There is no scriptural record that these oracles 

were ever given to a people called Jews. There just aren't any, in spite of what Jewish 

apologists like Jack Van Impe, and Peter La Londe say to the contrary.  

As I studied deeper I found over and over again where God had ordained "true Israel" to be a 

servant people, before they could "rule and reign with Him," (see Is. 41:8; 43:10; 48:20; 

Matt. 10:24; 12:18; 20-26, 27; Rev. 2:26, and 3:21). The Jews on the other hand teach that 

"When Messiah comes, every Jew will have 2,000 goyim (non-Jew animal) slaves." (Brother, 

sister, they are speaking of you and I). This is their present, oft repeated plan for their New 

World Order.  

We have somewhat of a similar problem within the Identity Movement, where some misled 

folks have become RACIAL SUPREMISTS, teaching the false message that the ARYAN 

Race is superior to all and was ordained by God to rule the world. They are not taught the fact 

that it was only one small family of the ARYAN/ADAMIC race that was chosen by God. He 

did not pick them because of their mental superiority, or their goodness, but because of the 

OBEDIENCE and FAITHFULNESS of their Father Abraham. They were to rule, only as 

they first learned to serve. Most RACIAL SUPREMISTS, don't want to go through the 

"serving stage". Our King said very clearly in Matt. 23:11, 12 - "But he that is greatest among 

you shall be your servant, and whosoever shall exalt himself shall be abased; and he that 

humbleth him-self shall be exalted".  

I'm not surprised by the action of the Jews, for they are angry at me, not for lying about them, 

but for telling the truth. This they cannot afford for our people to know. I am surprised by the 

reaction of Christian leaders, from whom I receive much more "flack". They are upset 

because I expose the hypocrisy of their "Jews chosen people" theory. I just can't understand 

supporting those enemies who are trying to destroy everything we stand for, although I did it 

in blindness for fifty years.  

As early as 1289, the principle Rabbi of France, issued a Protocol to the Jews under his 

control. It said:  

1 - Make of your sons merchants, that little by little we may despoil the Christians of their 

possessions;  

2- Make of your sons doctors and apothecaries. So we may take away Christian lives;  

3- Make of your sons clerics and canons, so we may destroy the Christian church from 

within;  

4 - Arrange for your sons to become lawyers and judges, and see that they mix themselves in 

the affairs of state, in order that by putting Christians under our yoke, you may dominate the 



world, and be avenged on them. (This has been the Zionist Plan from the beginning, with 

their target date for takeover in the year 2000.) 

The naivete of the Christian world is reflected in the contemptuous statement made recently 

by a high ranking Israeli official, when he said: "We Jews have the best Congress money can 

buy!" and he is not far from wrong, for there are 70 out of 100 Senators, who continually vote 

the "straight Israeli ticket". In all honesty, the United States has been under Zionist control 

since 1913, when a Traitorous President and Congress handed the economic policy of this 

nation into the hands of the Federal Reservists. Many of you know that this organization is 

not Federal and is made up of eight privately owned banks, all owned and controlled by 

International Jewish bankers. These have rightfully said: "Give us control of the economics 

of a country, and we care not who makes her laws". We have become a ZOG (ZIONIST 

OCCUPIED GOVERNMENT), which is taking us at a gallop into the slavery of the One 

World Plantation.  

In 1981, I joined a group of dedicated Christians, most of whom had come out from the 

Judeo-Christian churches and were looking for a God ordained means of saving America. 75 

years ago, we would have been looked on as Patriotic heroes, to day under the urging of the 

Jewish controlled media, we are scorned as "right-wing-patriot-extremists; neo-Nazis; anti-

Semitic hate mongers".  

Yet in spite of this, we are the only branch of Christianity who is willing to preach the "whole 

counsel of God's Word. We are clearly told in Jer. 23:22 that "If the preachers of Israel, had 

stood in God's counsel, and had caused His people to hear His words; then they should have 

turned from their wicked ways, and from the evil of their doing." Yet in America today, with 

50-million "born again" Christians, we are headed for hell faster than at any time in our 

history. Could it be that the church has become the "salt" Jesus mentioned in Matt. 7:13, that 

has lost. it's "savor" (it's ability to act as salt and hold back corruption). The King says when 

this happens, it is good for nothing but the garbage heap.  

My purpose in this book is to feed Christians with some "strong meat" to counter the 

"spiritual pablum" they receive. in their church.  

My purpose in the remainder of this book is to discuss some of the aspects of Christianity 

which I believe are harming her overall message. Many of you will disagree with me, and 

some will even get angry with my analysis. I stand on what the Word teaches.  

In this section of the book I am going to analyze some of the unusual aspects of Christian 

Identity which set us apart from Judeo-Christianity and Roman Catholicism.  

   

 

 

 

 



Judaizing the Faith! 

It appears to me that we are beginning to see a deliberate effort on the part of some who want 

to destroy the effectiveness of Identity by Judaizing it. They are doing the same thing the 

Jews did in Acts 15, when they infiltered the Christian church in Antioch, teaching that a man 

had to be circumcised before he could be saved. This caused such a furor, that a Church 

Council meeting was called in Jerusalem in which the Apostle Peter told them: "Now why 

tempt ye God to put a yoke upon the neck of the believers which neither our fathers nor we 

were able to bear. But we believe that through the grace of the Lord Jesus Christ (not the act 

of circumcision) we shall be saved..."  

This same idea is being carried to extremes in several areas of Christian Identity. I surmise 

that most of it has it's origin with the ASSEMBLY OF YAHWEH CHURCH, pastored by the 

Jew Jacob Myers from Pennsylvania. These people insist that folks in Christian Identity 

MUST use the old Hebrew names of YAHWEH and YASHUAH, when speaking of the 

Creator and His Son our Savior. Some of my best friends teach this, although for the life of 

me, I can't see where they get their Scriptural authority for it. I have no argument with the use 

of the old Hebrew words as long as they are not carried to excess, but when a man tells me: 

"The Almighty will not listen to your prayers unless you address Him as Yahweh!" I have a 

tendency to laugh in his face. God has been hearing and answering my prayers for many 

years, and I have always addressed Him as God. I was saved in the name of His precious Son 

Jesus Christ, not by some Hebrew deity named Yashuah. Millions of Israelites have 

addressed Him as God, not "GAWD", as some Yahwites like to pronounce it, and have been 

blessed by His Son. If He was displeased with the use of these English names, I sincerely 

doubt He would have so blessed. I use them myself at times when I am with people who 

understand them, but I sincerely doubt that one Israelite in a thousand knows what you mean 

when you use these Hebrew words. I am in full agreement with the Apostle Paul when he 

says, 1 Cor. 14:9 -"So likewise ye, except ye utter by the tongue words easy to understand, 

how shall it be known what is spoken? for ye shall speak into the air... Therefore if I know 

not the meaning of the voice, I shall be unto him that speaketh a barbarian, and he that 

speaketh shall be a barbarian to me  

I understand that under God's New Covenant with Israel, she would have a new land, not in 

old Palestine, and a new language. I happen to believe this is English, universally understood 

by all the Israel nations of Christendom. I have no objection to you using the old Hebrew 

words, but please don't attempt to cram them down my throat, and break fellowship with me 

as some have, because I will not do as I they desire.  

I agree with the following from all article written by I. Preston Eby, titled HALLOWED BE 

THY NAME! I'm pretty much in agreement with what he writes about this subject:  

Let's shine the light of God's truth on this matter, so that confusion and error may be 

dispelled. We speak of the Lord God; we speak of Jesus, our Savior and Lord - all are 

wonderful words that spring out of the depths of our hearts and speak volumes of the intimate 

love and reverence we have for our Heavenly Father and His most precious Son.  

God's name is important! But must we, as some claim, use only the old Hebrew names when 

speaking of the Father and the Son? Is salvation, or true reverence based on a correct 

pronunciation of God's name in a certain language, or a certain set of sounds? (If so, the 



YAHWEHITES would rim into problems, for there is much discussion among them as to 

how these Hebrew words are to be written and pronounced -Mohr).  

The notion that we must use the Hebrew spelling and pronunciation of God's name was not 

used in the early church, or by the great men of God down through Church history. Every 

great revival preached in modern times has been preached using the names of God and Jesus 

Christ. It was not until the late 1930's that proponents of this idea began to claim that it was a 

gross sin to say the name of Jesus Christ or God, in English, or any language other than 

Hebrew.  

They said the correct use of these words is a pre-requisite for entry into God's Kingdom, 

although for the life of me, I can see no Scriptural backing for this premise. They claimed 

that the proper name for God was YAHWEH, and for His Son, our Savior, YASHUAH! 

They also say the word ELOHIM, must be used in the place of our English equivalent for 

God.  

They say it is wrong to translate the names of Deity into English or any other language. In 

other words, we are free to read and discuss Scripture as translated into English, in all aspects 

except the names of God and His Son. This seems like childish thinking to me.  

It's all right to say "Mary", when you talk about Christ's mother, although there are some in 

Identity who have gone so deep into this Hebrewization of Scripture that they use Hebrew 

names for all proper names. Ysrael instead of Israel; Yousef instead of Joseph; Yerusalem 

instead of Jerusalem. But then they say if we use the Anglicized word for God and His Son, it 

will deny us salvation, with no Scriptural backing. (One extremist group in the Mid-West, 

and I hesitate to call them Identity, have gone so far as to print the Ten Commandments in the 

frames of their eyeglasses, in an imitation of the phylacteries worn by the ancient Pharisees. 

Jesus mentions this in His condemnation of them in Matt. 23:5 "...they make broad their 

phylacteries, and enlarge the borders of their garments". This particular group insists that 

their men folks have blue fringes on their shorts, as this was the color worn by the Levites in 

the tabernacle worship -Mohr)  

Are Hebrew names the only one's acceptable to God? Is He insulted when we Anglicize 

them? He has shown no disapproval for almost 2,000 years. Why the sudden rush to return to 

the old names?  

The word YAHWEH does not convey to us the same meaning that it did to the ancient 

Hebrews. We can be sure of that! When I heard it for the first time I was not impressed.  

The word GOD has a much deeper meaning to me, as do the words ETERNAL and 

FATHER, and when I hear the word GOD, or when I even think the word, it brings to mind 

the Great Creator of the Universe. It means THE ALMIGHTY ONE! The Father of my 

Savior!  

I can kneel in the presence of my Heavenly Father and say: "Mv Father, my God!" for as the 

Apostle Paul said in Romans 8:14 - "For as many as are led by the Spirit of God, they are the 

sons of God. For we have not received the spirit of fear; but ye have received the Spirit of 

adoption, whereby we can cry ABBA FATHER! (My Father!)". I just don't get this feeling of 

exaltation when I say YAHWEH! - MOHR  



When I pray "My Father and my God, I pray with a depth of emotion that would be missing 

if I prayed "Yahweh, my Elohim!". Something deep and personal would be missing!  

I do not find fault with those who prefer to use the old Hebrew words, but if your mind works 

like mine, the English terms express more deeply my feeling than some long dead language. 

What was appropriate for Moses, as far as language is concerned may not be appropriate 

now, thousands of years later.  

There are actually three basic assumptions behind the use of the Sacred Name idea. The first 

is that Hebrew is God's language; that it is especially special and holy. The second is that the 

New Testament was written in Hebrew and Aramic and that the originals were not 

contaminated by Greecian paganism. The final assumption (the act of taking something for 

granted), is that the correct pronunciation of YHWH has not been lost in the mists of time, 

although as I mentioned there is much argument about the correct spelling and pronunciation.  

Most Yahwites believe that Hebrew is a special language, the language of God, although as I 

mentioned Israel was promised a new language. These people believe it is a sin to translate 

God's name into other languages, for they say "This paganizes it!"  

Yet Isaiah called Hebrew the language of Canaan and in Isaiah 19:18 said: "In that day shall 

five nations in the land of Egypt speak the language of Canaan and swear to YAHWEH of 

hosts".  

(What is the meaning of the phrase, "in that day?" It is speaking of the day when "there shall 

be an altar to the Lord in the midst of the land of Egypt and a pillar at the border thereof". 

Some Bible scholars believe this refers to the Great Pyramid at Giza, Egypt, which they 

believe was built by Enoch before the flood - MOHR).  

Hebrew was called the language of Canaan, because with only minor dialectical changes, it 

was spoken in Phonecia, Tyre, Sidon, Gegal, and by the Canaanites in the land of Canaan 

itself, as well as by other nations living in this area. The Moabites living east of the Dead Sea 

understood it with out the need of interpreters.  

You can see by reading your Bible that from the beginning of Israel's conquest of Canaan, 

there was never a problem of communications with the "cursed inhabitants of the land".  

One of the common Hebrew words in the Old Testament, representing God, was FL. This 

name was in use by the pagan Canaanites long before Moses penned the words in his 

Penteteuch. (The first five books of the Old Testament -Mohr).  

In cuneiform tablets found at Ras Shamra, an ancient Canaanite city north of Israel, "EL the 

bull", was described as the "head of the pantheon of gods worshiped by these pagan people".  

If it is a sin for Christian Israelites to use the name of GOD and JESUS, because these names 

had been used by heathen. Then in like manner it would be a sin to use the word ELOHIM, 

since this word is used 240 times in the Old Testament referring to pagan, heathen idols.  

This usage by the Holy Spirit Himself shows us that it is just as permissible to use the 

English words GOD and JESUS for both our Heavenly Father and His Son, even though they 



may have been used for heathen purposes. It is the meaning that is important, not the 

language, spelling, or pronunciation.  

The Holy Name avoidance of the word LORD is very curious, since the Old Testament, 

which Yahwites use in preference to the New, calls YAHWEH LORD on several occasions. 

In Ezekiel 2:4 the words YAHWEH and ADONAI (LORD) are used together to form one 

name, the title LORD YAHWEH! Since the Old Testament uses the word EL for GOD, and 

ADONAI for LORD, and these words are of human origin and ancient, and were used by 

pagans, how can it be wrong to use the English equivalent today? The words GOD and 

LORD are full of meaning to English speaking people whereas the Hebrew words are not.  

Sacred Name believers cite Hosea 2:16,17, as proof that it is an abomination to use the word 

LORD: "And it shall be at that day, saith the LORD, that thou shalt call me ISHI; and shall 

no more call me BAALI (my LORD). For I will take away the name of Baalim out of her 

(Israel's) mouth, and they shall no more be remembered by their name". This passage clearly 

states that in that day the Lord's people no longer call Him "Baali", they call Him "Ishi". Yet I 

have never heard a Yawhite call God ISHI. Those who insist we use the words YAHWEH 

and YASHUA do not use the word ISHI. They do not pray to ISHI, or heal the sick in the 

name of ISHI. This is an intimate Hebrew word which could have been translated 

HUSBAND. BAAL in English is not LORD, it is BAAL. In Hebrew, this name has many 

compound meanings and the fact that none of 3 these compound forms of BAAL, used by 

Israel in their heathen worship are used by us today, is proof that God did exactly what He 

said He would do. "He has taken the names of BAALIM out of our mouths."  

Though the past majority of the Old Testament was inspired in the Hebrew language, Daniel 

and Ezra wrote portions of their books in Aramic or Syriac, which was the prevalent language 

of the Persian Empire at that time. It had replaced Hebrew as the common language of the 

Jews. When these men referred to the Creator in the Aramic passages, did they use the old 

Hebrew words, or translate them into Aramic? Nowhere in the Aramic passages can you find 

the Hebrew word YAHWEH used. Those who have examined the old passages say that in 

dozens of places the name GOD was translated from YAHWEH into ELAH, which is proof, I 

believe, that the Holy Spirit approves translation of the Hebrew words into languages being 

presently spoken by the Israelite people.  

The original inspired language of the New Testament was Greek. It was the universal 

language at the time of Christ, much as English is today in the countries of Christendom. It 

was understood both by Jews, and those they called Gentiles.  

When Paul wrote to those Christians who spoke Greek, he did not pause in mid-sentence to 

switch from Greek to Hebrew and write YAHWEH or YASHUAH. He invariably used the 

Greek word for GOD, THEOS, and the word for LORD, KURlOS. He used the Greek name 

for Jesus IESOUS. And so did the other writers of the New Testament. In 665 places in the 

New Testament, the apostles translated the Hebrew word YHWH into the Greek KURIOS. 

You cannot find one New Testament Greek manuscript with the names of God written in 

Hebrew.  

In the face of these FACTS, the Sacred Name proponents have no choice but to deny that the 

New Testament was originally written in Greek. They assert - wrongly - that the whole of the 

New Testament was originally written in Aramic; some even say in Hebrew, and that it was 

later translated into Greek. At the time of this alleged translation, they claim, the Hebrew 



words for God and Jesus were translated into Greek. The only copies of the New Testament 

available today are all in Greek.  

Furthermore, there is no doubt that the Greek of the New Testament is inspired of God, for it 

is perfect in every way, including numerically. Therefore when the Greek word KURIOS is 

used in the New Testament, quoting from the Old, it demonstrates that without a doubt it is 

perfectly right and proper to translate the names and titles of God from one language to 

another. (I do not have room to go into detail regarding numerical inspiration, which is most 

interesting Mohr).  

I contend that the name of the Heavenly Father and His Son, our Savior is far more important 

in it's meaning to us, than in how it is spelled or pronounced.  

It is difficult for me to understand Sacred Name people who insist we MUST use the old 

Hebrew names, or they will break fellowship with us, yet I have seen it happen. Some go to 

the extremes of saying that if you don't agree with them and "practice what they preach", you 

will be left out of the Kingdom. They have no Scripture to fall back on for this teaching, but 

it has unfortunately become a divisive weapon used by the enemy against Christian Identity.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Which Day Shall We Worship! 

Another issue has entered Identity that is causing much more "heat" than "light". This is the 

issue of "Which day is the Sabbath?" Does it really matter whether we worship God on the 

Jewish Sabbath of Saturday or on the Lord's Day of Sunday? Some in Identity even make this 

an issue of salvation, although I can find nothing in the Book that backs this up. We are not 

saved by what day we worship on, or the name we use when speaking of or to God.  

My personal opinion which unfortunately may step on some Identity toes, is that this issue is 

another subtle attempt by the enemy to "drive a wedge" into our ranks and thus weaken us for 

the fight that lies ahead. These Judaizers have been extremely successful in their efforts to 

Judaize the JudeoChristian church, and other branches of Christianity.  

Much of the reasoning I will use was taken from Dr. Howard Rand, of Destiny Publishing 

Company, who in my opinion was the "prince of Identity preachers".  

If you are honest in your evaluation of his reasoning, you will see the "bankruptcy" of those 

who hold to the Sabbatarian contention that Sunday worship violates the 4th Commandment: 

"Remember the Sabbath day, and keep it holy!"  

In a pamphlet titled THE LORD'S DAY - THE CHRISTIAN SABBATH!, Dr. Rand states: 

"It is confirmed that the week of Joshua's long day was a period of 168 hours. That is seven 

days times 24 hours, therefore a complete week according to hourly reckonings. The first day 

of the week following would then have become the seventh, computed by sunsets, in an even 

order of weeks unbroken from Eden.  

"It is also evident that if Eden's geographical site could be located, with succeeding days of 

the week whole, moving east or west from that site would place the traveler out of step with 

the order of days at the point of departure.  

"The entire concept of the Sabbatarians collapses when the Fourth Commandment is 

analyzed and its required observance fully recognized. They imply, or actually add three 

words to this verse to sustain their position; words which would abrogate correctly the 

observing requirements of the Fourth Commandment. These words are OF THE WEEK, 

which cannot be found in any translation of the Bible, and were never given as instructions 

for complying with the terms of this Commandment.  

"The mutilation of the Word of the Lord is a very serious offense as well as contributing to 

factors in today's increasing Sabbath desecration. It would be well for these folks to follow 

Solomon's advice in Proverbs 30:6- "Add thou not unto God's words, lest He reprove thee, 

and thou be found a liar".  

We have every reason to believe, that from the beginning of time, before the world's were 

formed, God in His omniscience, knew what would happen down through the ages. He timed 

His historical clock so that it would be in synchronization with important historical events. 

Which is something our finite minds cannot comprehend.  

The idea is so vast and complicated that we turn away from the thought that before Jesus rose 

from the tomb of Joseph of Arimathea in that Jerusalem garden, God had moved to 



memorialize that day, which the Christian world now calls Easter. (Because the Jewish 

influence in America has turned it into a day of "money making", where instead of honoring 

the risen Savior they give homage to a rabbit that lays colored eggs, and because at one time 

this was a heathen holiday some in Identity say Christians should not observe it, even though 

it is the most important day in world's history. I find this a bit difficult to accept).  

Without the resurrection, Christ's death on the cross would have no meaning, and as the 

Apostle Paul said in 1 Corinthians 15:19,20 - "If in this life only we have hope in Christ, we 

are of all men most miserable. But now is Christ risen from the dead and become the first 

fruits of them that sleep".  

God brought that Resurrection Day into harmony and synchronization with the Sabbatical 

count and order of sevens, and by His Holy Spirit, sanctified this day as the Sabbath of the 

Christian world.  

It is difficult for the most brilliant mind to comprehend that all of the countless heavenly 

bodies move according to the Divine Plan and purpose of God, and that there is a definite life 

span, set up by God, for both heaven and earth.  

Isaiah tells us that the hosts of heaven, the countless planets, shall one day be dissolved, and 

the heavens will be "rolled back like a scroll", (Is. 34:4). This will occur when God in His 

righteous anger, rises up to defeat and destroy the Anti-Christ and his armies, (see Is. 34:2,3). 

The Apostle Peter mentions this in 2 Peter 3:10, and John emphasizes it in Rev. 6:14.  

The schedule of these events were set in motion before this world was created.  

One historical date that casts the lie on Sabbath worship was the incident recorded in Joshua 

10:11, which has become known as "Joshua's long day". This was the day God cast down 

great stones from heaven on Israel's enemies, so that more died from the stones, than from the 

swords of the Israelites.  

This incident took place when a mighty confederation of the Ammonites came against Israel 

at Gibea, and Joshua called on God for help.  

God's answer was to send an astronomical storm against the enemy. (This is predicted to 

happen again, in God's end time battle against the anti-Christ in Rev. 16:21). Consider this 

for a moment, in connection with the movement of the planets. Thousands of years before 

this event took place, God's plans were put into operation for this act to succor His people. 

The very thought takes your breath away.  

These were no ordinary hailstones, and I have seen them in the Dakotas as large as baseballs, 

which would knock a steer or a man senseless if they were not under cover. This was no 

doubt a shower of meteorites, which indicated that the earth's path had been crossed by a 

celestial visitor, from which fragments of these stones came. It is even more phenomenal 

when we realize that these meteorites fell only on the Ammonites, they did not hit Israel who 

was on the same battlefield.  

It evidently exerted such a tremendous influence on the earth, that this planet actually "turned 

over" and produced an unnaturally long day. The Bible says in Joshua 10:14 -"And there was 

not a day like that before or since".  



Joshua did not want the enemy to escape under cover of darkness so he prayed to God and 

ordered the sun to stand still until the battle was over. In vs 13 we read: "And the sun stood 

still, and the moon stayed, until the people had avenged themselves upon their enemies. Is it 

not written in the book of Jasher, 'So the sun stood still in the midst of heaven, and hasted not 

to go down for ABOUT a whole day"'?  

The word ABOUT is very important in this verse as we shall see. There are no doubt some 

skeptics who read this book who will sneeringly say: "That story is nothing but a Jewish 

fable". But it couldn't be Jewish, for there were no people anywhere on earth at this time 

known as Jews, and this event has been proven by modern science.  

Our modern Space Program has proven that this so-called "long day" actually took place, 

somewhere in the dim past. Harold Hill, President of the Curtis Engine Company of 

Baltimore and a consultant for the Space Program relates the following incident that took 

place a few years ago: "I think one of the most interesting things God has for 'us today 

happened to our astronauts and scientists at Greenbelt, Maryland", he said. "They were 

checking the position of the sun, moon and planets in outer space, where they would be 

100,000 years from now. They must know this so that we don't send a satellite up and in 

terms of the life of the satellite and where the planets will be so the whole thing doesn't come 

down."  

"They ran the computer measurement back and forth, over the centuries and it came to a halt. 

The computer stopped and sent up a "red signal" which meant something was wrong, either 

with the information being fed into it, or the machine itself. They called the Service 

Department who checked the computer and said: 'Everything's okay. It's running as it should'. 

The I.B.M. Head of Operations said: 'What's wrong?' and they said: 'Well we have found a 

whole day missing in space in lapsed time.' They could not come up with an answer. Then a 

man on the crew who was a Christian said: 'I remember a Bible story about a man named 

Joshua, who commanded the sun to stand still for a day, and God allowed it to happen'. They 

said: 'We don't believe that'. So he opened his Bible to the book of Joshua and showed them 

where it said so. The technicians said: 'There's our missing and fed the info into the computer. 

The "red light" still remained on, and they said the computer says it's close but not close 

enough. We are still missing 40 minutes, so they read Joshua 10:12, 13 again and Lo and 

behold it said: "The sun stood still for ABOUT one day."  

They were confused as to what happened to the other forty minutes. Then this Christian 

fellow remembered another Bible story in 2 Kings 20, about a King named Hezekiah who 

thought he was dying. God's prophet told him he would live and he asked for a sign from 

God. The prophet said should the shadow on your sun dial advance ten degrees and the king 

said, that would not be unusual, have it back up. So this is what happened. Ten degrees is 40 

minutes in our time. So there in God's Word, you have an account of this lost day; 23 hours 

and 20 minutes in Joshua 10, and forty minutes in 2 Kings 20. Our Lord really rubbed the 

nose of the skeptics in this chapter.  

An even mightier plan that began before the worlds were formed, was God's plan for the 

redemption of His people. Do you really believe that at the beginning of time, that an 

omniscient (all knowing) God would neglect to provide the physical details for this mighty 

event to take place on a specific day? Did God fail in His plan to have His Son's resurrection 

take place on a certain day of the week, and make sure His followers who were called 



Christians, would worship on that day, and would not be violating His 4th Commandment? 

Our God does not make mistakes like that!  

Before we go any further, and to avoid misunderstanding, I believe the 4th Commandment 

MUST be obeyed by Christians, as MUST all the Laws contained in the Commandments and 

Statutes. Our salvation does not depend on this, but most surely our spiritual welfare does. 

But I believe that over zealous men, operating under their own self-will, and for their own 

interests, will "twist God's Word", to try and make it conform to what they teach, which may 

very well be not what is taught in the Bible.  

As I write this, I have before me a pamphlet written by a so-called Identity preacher, in which 

he rather boastingly states: "We (his special following) observe all the 759 Biblical Common 

Laws as our way of life. (According to the Apostle Peter, in Acts 15:10, this is impossible). If 

the priests and ministers were practicing the Law themselves, they would be teaching the 

Law and it's penalties and benefits. Instead they teach GRACE, (since this is the only means 

of salvation; it does not come by trying to keep an un-keepable Law Mohr)  

RELIGION, PHILOSOPHY, and CRIME, all in the name of Jesus, as He foretold in Matt. 

24:4,5." Only Christ never spoke about the Law in this scripture. He did warn His followers 

"...take heed that no man deceive you. For many shall come in my name, saying I am Christ; 

and shall deceive many". Any man or woman who teaches outside the saving GRACE of 

Jesus Christ, is an anti-Christ deceiver. If I was a betting man, which I'm not, I'd wager that 

this Identity leader and his followers do not keep all the 759 Mosaic Laws, for it is impossible 

for the natural man or woman to keep them. They were a "schoolmaster to bring us to 

Christ", as Paul points out in Gal 3:24,25. When we look at these 759 laws, we KNOW it is 

impossible for us to keep them, and knowing that disobedience brings death. ("The soul that 

sinneth it shall die", and "sin is the transgression of the Law", 1 John 3:4), we scurry to find a 

way out of our fatal predicament. This bring us face to face with the only way to salvation, 

which is through GRACE of Jesus Christ, as Peter stated in Acts 4:12 - "Neither is there 

salvation in any other (or through any other); for there is none other name under heaven given 

among men, whereby we MUST (or can be) saved!"  

You don't have a choice. It's either God's way through Jesus Christ, or eternal disaster. In 

Acts fifteen we find the Apostles rebuffing those who were trying to Judaize the early church. 

Jesus had criticized the Pharisees for this same kind of religious narrowness in Matt. 23:4, 

when He said - "For they (the Pharisees) bind heavy burdens, and grievances to be borne, and 

lay them on men's shoulders; but they themselves will not move them with one of their 

fingers".  

The Apostle James, who evidently headed this church council, went on to state that they were 

not to trouble the "Gentiles", (the "gentilized" Israelite Christians, in Asia.  

I have noticed that almost without fail, when a religious leader attempts to twist the Word 

around, and lay unnecessary burdens on the shoulders of his people, it is done as a means of 

controlling them. A good example was the tragedy of Jim Jones in Gayana.  

These "gentiles" in Asia Minor were Israelites who had been called out of the obscurity of 

Assyrian captivity where they had lost their Identity and were now known by the Jews as 

Gentiles. Today, the Jews call us "goyim", which is a Yiddish word of contempt meaning: 

"Non-Jew animal".  



A delegation headed by Judas (not Iscariot) and Silas, men who had put their life on the line 

for Jesus Christ, were sent to Asia Minor with a message which said: "For it seemed good to 

the Holy Spirit and to us, to lay upon you no greater burden than these necessary things," and 

he outlined some things the Council believed were necessary. Read about them in Acts 15.  

There is no doubt that many of the laws followed by the people in Judea at the time of Christ, 

had not come from Moses or God, but had been imposed on them by the Edomite Pharisees, 

again for the purpose of controlling them. In Rev. 2:6 and 15, we read "Thou hast hated the 

doctrine of the Nicolaitans, which also I hate." The word in Greek means "to control the 

people", and I believe was a warning of the Catholic priesthood which was to come shortly 

thereafter. Dr. Rand maintained, and I most certainly agree that contrary to the Sabbatarian 

opposition, Christian worship on Sunday was programmed by God from the very beginning, 

as the "Lord's Special Day", and worship of God on that day is not a violation of His 4th 

Commandment.  

The Sabbatariaris love to argue that it was the Roman Catholic church who decreed that 

Sunday was to be the Christian Sabbath, and that prior to the time of Emperor Constantine 

(306-377 A.D.) the church worshiped on Saturday. Yet an early church father, Justin the 

Martyr, who lived 150 years before the time of Constantine and who was well known as a 

Christian apologist, wrote his famous APOLOGY FOR THE CHRISTIANS in A.D. 140. In 

this work, this learned church leader sets for the fact that Sunday was the Christian Sabbath, 

He said: "On Sunday we held our joint meeting, for the first day is that on which having 

removed darkness and made the world, Jesus Christ rose from the dead".  

It is false to say that Sunday worship was first instituted by the Roman Catholic church. The 

Apostle John died about A.D. 100, 50 it was within 40 years of his death, that we find 

Christians worshiping on Sunday and believe it was practiced while John was still alive. 

Remember his account in Rev. 1:10 ,when he received his revelation from God. He said: "I 

was in the spirit on the Lord's Day!"  

The Sabbatarians say that Sunday was the day the heathen worshiped the Son, but are careful 

not to tell us that Saturday was the day when the heathen worshiped SATURN, the Hebrew 

STUR, the Babylonian SATUR, and the Roman SAT-URN.  

Why should Christians relinquish the Christian Sabbath, the Lord's Day on which our Savior 

rose from the dead, in favor of the Jewish Saturday Sabbath which occurs oh the day 

honoring the god Saturn?  

While it is true that the Roman Catholic church confirmed the Christian Sabbath as being on 

Sunday, it merely confirmed what had been practiced for over a hundred years.  

God gave Isaiah a guide to follow in Sabbath worship in Isaiah 58:13, 14, which I have seen 

followed by few Sabbatarians, other Identity people, or by Judeo Christians for that matter. 

While most Judeo Christians boast about being New Testament Christians, who aren't 

required to obey God's Law, these words of Isaiah were written to both Old and New 

Testament believers: "If thou turn thy foot from the Sabbath, from doing thy pleasure on My 

holy day; and call the Sabbath a delight, the holy of the Lord, honorable: and shall honor 

Him, not doing thine own pleasure, nor speaking thine own words; Then shall thou delight 

thyself in the Lord, and I will cause thee to ride upon the high places of the earth, and feed 

thee with the heritage of Jacob (Israel) thy father; for the mouth of the Lord hath spoken it".  



My foster parents came the closest to keeping this verse of any Christians I have ever known. 

I guess you would have called them Judeo-Christians. They belonged to the old Evangelical 

Church, before it joined with the Methodists. My father was a farmer, and many a time I have 

seen him allow new mown hay lay in the field over Sunday, and get rained oh, rather than 

hauling it into the barn as most local church members were doing. On Sunday we did only the 

minimum of chores necessary on the farm, such as feeding the stock and milking the cows. 

Mother did her baking and most of the Sunday cooking on Saturday, and only a few chores 

on Sunday. We went to church twice on Sunday, often driving four miles in a buggy, or 

during the winter on a horse drawn sleigh. I was not allowed to play baseball or go swimming 

with the other church children, and fishing was out of the question. Of course I resented it, 

but looking back can see where it was a great lesson in proper Sabbath worship. The majority 

of Christians today, go to church and "fizz for an hour or so" on Sunday morning, then go 

home to a big meal, and an afternoon of "doing there own thing". It might be sleeping, 

mowing the lawn, washing the car, going fishing, or watching a ball game on TV. Everything 

but honoring God! And we wonder why we are not being blessed!  

With the exception of the Greek Christians, who were mostly Israelites although they, as 

many today did not know it, were hindered in the beginning by their Judaic background. Not 

that Christianity was Jewish by any stretch of the imagination, for it did not come from this 

sordid source, and Jesus repudiated the very idea. But they were taught erroneously then, as 

they are now, that Jesus was a Jew and they often failed to detach Christ completely from the 

Cabalist religion of Talmudic Judaism. The early church, like the Judeo-Christian church of 

1999, was endangered by Jews who deliberately infiltrated the church with the idea of 

destroying it from within. This caused the Apostle Paul to warn Christians in Asia Minor, in 

Titus 1:10 - about "many unruly, and vain talkers, especially they of the circumcision (Jews), 

whose mouths must be stopped, because they subvert whole families, for the sake of making 

money. (Tel-evangelists please take note!)  

   

When the Pilgrim Fathers landed in America, Sunday was strictly considered the Lord's Day, 

and was strictly observed until the middle of the nineteenth century. Most businesses and 

stores closed on this day, and events such as elections were never held.  

   

God blessed the observance of the Sunday Sabbath among His Israel people for almost 2,000 

years now. Why should we suddenly go back to the "weak and beggardly elements" of the 

Jewish Sabbath? Why should we allow God's enemies to dictate to His people the day oh 

which we MUST worship? 

 

 

 

 



The Seed of Satan  

The Doctrine of Two Seedlines! 

Probably the most divisive teaching in Identity, and the one which has distanced us the most 

from other Christians, is that of the TWO SEEDLINES. What makes this subject particularly 

difficult to deal with is that there are TWO LITERAL SEED-LINES in the world, which 

MUST be dealt with from a strictly Scriptural context if we are to know the TRUTH.  

This controversy revolved around an understanding of Genesis 3:15, which follows the 

account of the "serpent (adversary) after he has seduced Mother Eve into disobeying God's 

Law, and is confronted by God Himself with these words: "I will put enmity between thee 

and the woman, and between thy seed (offspring) and her seed; it shall bruise thy head, and 

thou shall bruise his heel".  

Those in Identity circles who are known as SEEDLINERS, adhere to the heathen philosophy, 

actually taught in the Jewish Talmud, that the "original sin of mankind", began when Mother 

Eve was sexually seduced by the arch-demon Satan himself, and that her son from this 

unholy union was Cain, who was actually a physical "son of Satan" and that Cain became the 

physical father, of the anti-Christ's we today know as Jews. Their pet Scripture is John 8:44, 

where in speaking to the Jewish authorities Jesus told them: "Ye are of your father the devil, 

and the lust of your father ye will do. He was a murderer from the beginning and abode not in 

the truth, because there is no in him. When he speaketh a lie, he speaketh of his own; for he is 

a liar and the father of it".  

This teaching has its beginning in Jewish mythology that states that while Mother Eve was 

being seduced by Satan, whom she thought was God; Adam was having a sexual affair with 

Satan's beautiful demon mistress Lilith. Of course you will find no account of this anywhere 

in the Bible. That Adam and Eve were guilty of the same act of disobedience is a given", as 

Gen. 3:6 says that "...when the woman (Eve) saw that the tree was good for food, and that it 

was pleasant to the eyes, and a tree desired to make one wise, she took of the fruit and did 

eat, and gave also unto her husband and he did eat." They partook of the same sin, whatever it 

may have been. If Eve's sin was sexual, so was Adam's for he partook of the same fruit.  

The question we MUST resolve is: "What was Eve's sin other than disobedience of God?"  

It is not my purpose here to poke fun at or belittle those who teach this theory. I do not wish 

to show disrespect towards those who believe this. My purpose is to show you what God's 

Word really teaches, and then let your God given intelligence, with the help of His Holy 

Spirit, lead you to the truth. The purpose of this part of the book is not to prove my 

contention, but to clarify your mind as to what the Book teaches. Some brilliant minds have 

written long and sometime mind confusing books to prove this theory, but I'm not interested 

in what man believes, or wants to believe, but in "What saith the Scripture?"  

The main argument of the SEEDLINERS is that God is speaking to Satan in Gen 3:15, 

although no where is he identified as such. Gen. 3 calls him a "serpent", (small "S") It refers 

to him as a "beast of the field". Nowhere is he called Satan or the devil. Those who follow 

this doctrine are inclined to be the most divisive in the Identity ranks, and many will break 

fellowship with you, if you do not believe as they do. I have lost many friends and supporters 

over this issue alone.  



If you will read God's condemnation of the "serpent", whoever he may have been, in Gen. 

3:14, you will notice that he said:- "...because thou hast done this thing, (caused Adam and 

Eve to disobey God), thou art cursed above all cattle, and beasts of the field: (Notice how 

once again God classifies this adversary as being of the "beast order"), upon thy belly shalt 

thou go, and dust shalt thou eat all the days of thy life". There is absolutely no indication that 

God is speaking to some super-natural being, for he speaks and addresses him as a common 

animal.  

I know of no place in Scripture, where the arch-angel Satan is ever indicated as going about 

on his belly, eating dust. In many places he is pictured as a powerful being, not a humbled 

one. (See Job 1:6,7; 1 Peter 5:8).  

The word SERPENT, as used here, comes from the Greek NACHASH, which simply means 

"a snake from it's hiss". If the word had referred to Satan, it would have been capitalized.  

The word SEED, as used in Gen. 3:15 is the Hebrew ZERA, which has many meanings: 

"fruit; plant; seed time; posterity; carnally; sowing time". So it can easily refer to "children" 

or "posterity", and I believe that is it's meaning here. The same word is used for the "seed of 

the serpent", as is used for the "seed of the woman", so evidently has the same meaning.  

There is absolutely no indication here that the Scripture is speaking racially.  

Just as today, no one can say with absolute certainty: "I am of the seed of Abraham," for all 

old records have been destroyed. So no one can say "The seed of the serpent refers to the 

Jews, the Cannanites, the Khazars, or the Edomites".  

When SEEDLINERS indicate that Gen 3:15 means that Satan would have literal physical 

children like those of Eve, they are assuming, since there is no Scripture which so indicates.  

To say that Eve was to have "literal seed", culminating in Jesus Christ who would ultimately 

crush Satan's head, does not infer that Satan would also have "literal children who would be 

the Jewish people", who would fight against the children of Eve. There is no justification for 

this theory other than by twisting Scriptures and taking them out of context to say something 

they do not mean.  

Already some of my readers will be mad at me for telling the truth!  

SEEDLINERS say that a careful study of the first six verses in Gen 3 will identify the act 

committed by our original White parents, which has caused the world to turn from the 

perfection of Gen 1:31, to the corruption of Gen. 6:5, 12.  

But the fact stands out clearly, that the alienation between God and His FORMED beings, 

came through DISOBEDIENCE, not some sexual act with a super-angel.  

While Adam had been told by God in Gen. 2:17, that he could eat freely from all the trees in 

the Garden; God placed a restriction oh Adam and Eve, which said: "Hands off the Tree of 

the Knowledge of Good and Evil, for in the day ye eat of it, ye shall surely die!"  

We can be sure that Adam had passed this warning on to Eve, since she told the "tempter" of 

this in verse 3. It was Eve who added the bit about "touching it".  



SEEDLINERS surmise that the trees in the Garden of Eden, were not really trees, since trees 

cannot discern between good and evil. Yet nothing in this scripture indicates that these trees 

were supposed to do any discerning. The word TREE, as used here is the Hebrew word ETS, 

which means "TREE". There is no indication of any kind that it might refer to a "person", or 

a being of any kind such as a "serpent", or Satan. They also believe that these trees could 

speak, although I find no Scripture indicating such action.  

I freely admit that Eve's adversary, whoever he may have been, and I'm inclined to believe he 

might have been one of the Pre-Adamite men who helped Adam care for the Garden. It is 

very doubtful that it was a snake as we know it today.  

James E. Wise, in his book THE SEED OF THE SERPENT, mentions that the Apostle Paul 

uses "race", and trees , when he speaks about the Gentiles (non-Jewish races) in Romans 

11:27. Here he refers to the Gentiles as a wild olive tree Then in Gal. 3:13, he quotes from the 

Old Testament:  

"Curseth is everyone who hangeth on a tree", (quoting from Deut. 21:23). Here the word for 

TREE is XULON meaning: "timber; by implication a stick; club; a tree". But in James 3:12, 

where the Apostle asks the question: Can a fig tree bear olive berries?" The word for TREE is 

SUKE, which simply means a fig tree". The word TREE has three different meanings in the 

Old Testament and five in the New, but none of them refers to "races or people."  

In Ezekiel 31:3, where the Assyrians were described as a "cedar in Lebanon", it did not have 

a racial or a national meaning, but was merely a means of comparing greatness.  

In Jeremiah 11:19, these words were not written about Jesus, as Wise contends, but are about 

Jeremiah himself, see vs. 21 for an explanation. The word TREE as used here was merely a 

"figure of speech".  

In Matt. 3:10 and Luke 3:9, where reference is made to the axe being "laid to the root", of the 

tree, the word used was the Greek DEDRON, which means; "an oak; a tree", once again a 

"figure of speech".  

Wise makes some positive statements in his book which cannot be backed by Scripture, and 

which therefore have no merit. He says: "Therefore, because of the explanation he has given) 

that which was called the 'Tree of the Knowledge of Good and Evil' was the devil; in other 

places called Belial."  

But the idea that Satan sexually seduced Eve in the Garden, while it may fit a warped 

theological concept, does not conform to what Scripture says.  

Wise mentions other TREES in the Garden and says: "In Gen 2:9, God mentions the 

stationary trees, pecan, peach, apricot, etc.," (I don't for the life of me know what translation 

he uses, for the King James Version, and all I know of, say nothing about these kind of trees 

Even the proverbial apple tree, is not mentioned.) If Wise assumes that these trees were in the 

Garden, when they aren't mentioned, could it be that he also assumes, when he says Satan 

was there too? Once a man begins to "assume", he can never stop, and he can't be believed! 

He is actually being "intellectually dishonest"; a malady many Judeo-Christian pastors suffer 

from.  



There may be some basis for his belief in Ezekiel 28: 13, here the Prophet speaks to a man 

who is identified as the "Prince of Tyrus", (vs 2). Many Bible scholars believe he is also 

speaking of Satan, when he says in vs. 13- "Thou hast been in, Eden the garden of the Lord... 

Thou art the anointed cherub". But nowhere is he identified as being Satan.  

When Wise arrives at the "Tree of Life, and the Tree of the Knowledge of God and Evil" he 

indicates that instead of being TREES, as the Word states, they were actual personalities of 

some sort.  

He keeps supposing as he develops his Jewish "fairy tale". "Eve looked from one tree to the 

other," he said, "and was captivated by the beauty of the Tree of the Knowledge of Good and 

Evil and repulsed by the Tree of Life.." The Bible says "when the woman (Eve), saw that the 

TREE was good for FOOD, and that it was PLEASANT to the eyes, and a TREE desired to 

make one WISE; she took of the FRUIT, and did EAT, and gave to her husband with her, and 

he did EAT," (Emphasis mine - Mohr).  

Wise attempts to explain that when Eve looked at the Tree of Life, which represents the 

Messiah, she saw Him, as spoken of in Isaiah 53:2 - "He had no form or comeliness, and 

when we see Him, there is no beauty that we should desire Him". So she chose the beauty of 

Satan, over the marred form of the Savior.  

He furthers his "pipe dream" by stating that the "Tree of the Knowledge of Good and Evil" 

had been in the Garden from the beginning, quoting Ezekiel 12:12-15 to prove this.  

Although these verses are addressed to the King of Tyre, see vs 2, there are some things 

about it which make it appear that the "man" or "being", who is addressed is a "super-natural" 

being of some sort, although he is not identified as Satan, nor is it hinted that he might be 

Satan. One must allow their imagination to "run amok", to come up with this idea.  

It appears that this "being" had been in heaven, God's abode, and that he had been a powerful 

being until he revolted against God and got "booted out". Jesus said in Luke 10:18 -"I beheld 

Satan as lightning fall from heaven". But he is still not identified as Satan in the Ezekiel 

passage.  

So Wise, as many other SEEDLINERS do, takes a verse here and there, and assumes that 

since Scripture doesn't say other-wise, that when Eve looked at the two TREES in the 

Garden, she picked the SATAN TREE because of the characteristics the serpent said it had. 

FOOD, GOOD LOOKS, and WISDOM.  

I have no argument with Wise, when he refers to Jesus as being the Tree of Life, since He is 

the only One who can bring spiritually dead people back to life. But to say that Eve turned 

away from the Savior who had been so marred by torture, that He could not be recognized, 

millenniums before this event took place, is really stretching the imagination.  

Wise indicates that up to this point Eve alone had partook of the Forbidden Fruit, which he 

has not Scripturally defined. He says that shortly thereafter, no indication of how long, she 

gave of the FRUIT to Adam, and he did eat. The Scriptural account indicates that they both 

committed the same sin of disobedience at the same time: (Gen 3:6) - "she took of the FRUIT 

and did EAT, and gave also to her husband with her, and he did EAT". This indicates to me 

that Adam was with Eve when she disobeyed God arid then talked him into sinning also. 1 



Timothy 2:14 indicates that "Adam was not deceived, but the woman being deceived was in 

the transgression". In other words, Adam knew exactly what he was doing when he sinned, 

while Eve had sinned through deception by the adversary. Wise implies here that Eve's 

disobedience was through a sinful sexual act, that changed Adam and Eve from "sinless 

purity" to where they were "ashamed of their nakedness".  

He makes this very positive statement which cannot be found in the Scriptures: "A careful 

study of Scripture will definitely prove that the sin (original sin) of our first parents was a 

sexual sin, and that Eve became a 'fallen woman' after she partook of the Forbidden Fruit". I 

refuse to believe that our Savior came from a BLOODLINE that had been contaminated by 

adultery. It could not be and I will defend His pure bloodline against all comers. Identity or 

not!  

When God told His people to be "fruitful and multiply and replenish the earth", babies were 

riot found under "cabbage leaves". I'm convinced that if the sexual act had been sinful in 

itself, as Wise infers, that God would have warned Adam and Eve against it. There is no 

indication that He did. This is not the manner in which the God of the Bible operates. It may 

fit the Talmudic concept of God, but not the Holy GOD of Scriptures.  

Wise compounds his error by saying that the sorrows Eve would face in childbearing, was a 

sign of the "sexual nature of her sin". If this is true, why wasn't Adam punished in like 

manner, as he committed the same sin and partook of the same FRUIT. Does Wise want us to 

believe that Adam had a homosexual relation with Satan?  

Both of them partook of the death penalty. That began the moment they disobeyed. But 

Adam was condemned to "live by the sweat of his brow".  

When the Apostle Paul admonished the church at Corinth not to become partaker in Eve's sin, 

he was not warning them about lawful cohabitation between a man and his wife. He said: 

"For I fear, lest by any means, as the serpent (if it was Satan, why didn't he say so, as he was 

usually outspoken in such matters), beguiled (enticed; entrapped) Eve, (no hint of a sexual act 

here), through his subtlety (trickiness), so your minds would be corrupted from the simplicity 

that is in Christ". He was not warning about "sex", but about those who would come 

"preaching another false Gospel".  

In no way does Gen 3:16 indicate that God was telling Eve that she was carrying TWO 

SEEDS in her womb, one Satan's child and the other Adam's. He was telling her in essence; 

"Woman, you sinned by disobeying me and this is the penalty you WILL pay".  

The simple statement of Gen 4:1 should lay at rest the contention of the SEEDLINERS. It 

says very clearly that Adam had sexual relations with Eve, she got pregnant as a result, arid 

gave birth to a son they named Cain. There is not the slightest hint of any third party 

involvement. Sometimes the SEEDLINERS use the statement by Eve in vs. 1 - "I have got-

ten a man from the Lord," to claim that she though she had a sexual relation with God, when 

it was actually Satan in disguise. I do not believe this, for it is a statement that has been made 

by millions of Christian women when they gave birth to their first son: "See, God gave me a 

boy!" Not one of them believed that God was involved other than to bless them with a son.  

In Gen 4:25, when Eve gave birth to a son after the death of Able and called him Seth, (which 

in Hebrew means APPOINTED), when she said: "God hath appointed another seed instead of 



Able, who Cain slew", she was merely making a statement that God had given her another 

son, to replace the one that had been killed.  

The SEEDLINERS love to quote from 1 John 3:12 - "Not as Cain who was of that wicked 

one and slew his brother. And wherefore slew he him? Because his works were evil, and his 

brother's righteous". The words "OF", as used here, does not necessarily refer to progeny. 

The Bible dictionary says that the name CAIN means ACQUISITION, which is the "act of 

having one's own; to get or gain things for one's self". The son who was given to Adam and 

Eve to replace Able, SETH, means TO COMPENSATE, it has nothing to do with being a 

"substitute for Able".  

Wise tries to convey the idea that Able was the "promised seed" of Gen. 3:15, but this 

"promised seed" was Seth.  

The fact that Cain was a rebellious son who refused to obey God's Law against 

miscegenation, in no way conveys the idea that he was Satan's son. It seems logical to me to 

believe that if this were true, somewhere in the Scriptures it would have plainly said so.  

Cain was the "son of Satan", in the same manner as many Israelites are today, when they 

refuse to accept the Kingship of Jesus Christ, their Kinsman Redeemer. John 3:18 says that 

they are condemned already when this unbelieving condition exists.  

The Apostle John tell us very clearly in 1 John 3:8 - "He that committeth sin is of the devil 

(not progeny of, but of a devilish kind under his control)". He goes on to say that the 

"manifest purpose" of Jesus Christ, (the reason He was made known was to) destroy the 

works of the devil." He goes on in vs. 9 to say that the evidence of salvation is that you no 

longer sin, because you are "born of God", and that everyone who "doeth not righteousness is 

not of God..." That doesn't leave much leeway for those the Christian world so glibly calls 

"backsliders", (see Heb. 6:4-6).  

John was not speaking of the Talmudic Doctrine of the "Brotherhood of all men under the 

Fatherhood of God," which is false teaching. He is speaking of the "brotherhood men and 

women have when they have accepted the Kingship of Jesus Christ, and can honestly call 

God, ABBA FATHER! We are to love and protect these at all costs!  

Sometimes the argument is used that Cain's name is not found in the lineage of Adam. By 

like token neither is that of Able. This is not due to the fact that they were not Adam's sons. 

Able was left out because he had no seed; while Cain was purposely eliminated when he not 

only murdered his brother, but broke God's Law against inter-racial marriage, and married 

Pre-Adamic women. Cain became the first Adamite to break this Law, (see Gen. 4:16,17). 

This automatically cut off his heritage and as a result, the first son we find in the Adamic 

seedline, is Seth, THE APPOINTED.  

The SEEDLINERS would have us believe that Satan, a spiritual being, had human sex 

relations that made Eve pregnant, even though Jesus indicated that angels, (and Satan is the 

fallen-angel) do not have sexual relations, (see Mark 12:24,25).  

Yet every Christian I have ever known, would revolt at the insane idea that the Holy Spirit 

had sexual relations with the Virgin Mary in order to produce Jesus. This would be 



blasphemy. To say that the Mother of our race, and therefore our Lord, was an adulteress is in 

this same category of blasphemy I believe.  

Wise then jumps to the Parable of the Tares to prove his theory. He says this Parable shows 

God sowing good seed in the field of the world, which is correct, and Satan sowing the Tares, 

which are a poisonous plant that looks like wheat. This is also true, since Christ said so. But 

here he departs from reality when he assumes again, that the "nasty serpent Satan" did his 

sowing in the body of mother Eve, and that this produced Cain. But you can find no Scripture 

that indicates that the "body of Eve" was the world Jesus spoke about. A honest, prayerful 

study of this Parable, will show you no such ridiculous idea!  

The Bible clearly states that Cain's offering to God was refused, not because he was the son 

of Satan, but "because sin lieth at the door", (Gen 4:6,7). God even indicates in chapter four 

that Cain could have been forgiven, which would have been impossible if he was the actual 

son of Satan.  

Some preachers speculate and say the reason Cain's offering was not accepted was because it 

was not a "blood offering", but we have no indication at this point in history,, that the "blood 

offering" had yet been instituted, and nothing is said about Able offering a sacrifice for his 

sins, he merely brought an offering from his flock. Wise states that the only way we can 

understand Christ's Parable of the Wheat and Tares, is to accept his theory and go back to the 

Garden of Eden.  

Apparently Christ's disciples were disturbed at the meaning of this parable too, so Jesus 

explained it to them in clear language, in terms any farmer could understand. The Tares, 

called ZIZANION are a false grain called "darnel", whose seed is poisonous. During the 

growing period, it looks like wheat and is difficult to pick out from the real thing. When 

harvest comes, the wheat heads droop over with the weight of their grain, while the darnel 

heads stand high. Thus it is easy to separate them at this point. When Jesus explained this 

Parable, he said the "wheat, the good seed, represented His sheep". The "tares", which were 

planted by Satan, are his evil followers. When His disciples recognized the danger posed by 

the "tares", they asked permission to pluck the weeds out of the wheat. Jesus refused saying: 

"If you try and pull them up now, you will harm the roots of the wheat. Wait until the harvest 

time, and I will have my angels (not some Phineas Priesthood, as some in Identity try and tell 

us) gather them into bundles and burn them  

When Jesus speaks about "children" here, he refers to kinship, either remote or figurative. 

The SEEDLINERS claim that it is a "literal kinship".  

Wise says this Parable agrees in every way with 1 John 3:8 which says: "He that committeth 

sin is of the devil". I agree with this verse also. But in this case the "tares" represent those evil 

people who show by their actions that Satan is their spiritual father. They are his spiritual 

children, whether Jew, Gentile, or Israelite, when they obey him rather than God.  

Many Bible students will tell you that Cain's progeny was destroyed in the flood. But this 

Parable has nothing to do with Cain's progeny, but with those who willingly follow Satan and 

reject Christ. The "harvest" will take place at the "end of this Age", and will be conducted 

under Christ's supervision, and will not be done by human hands. This is I believe at the core 

of the SEEDLINE THEORY, these people want to handle the job Christ has given to His 



angels, and destroy the enemy in their own way, and at a time of their own choosing. It won't 

happen that way!  

It is apparent that these people are more concerned with "pulling up the tares", which they 

say are the Jewish people, then they are in setting their own house in order, so that Christ will 

return and do the "rooting out". It was God who said: "If MY people, which are called by My 

name (Christian), will HUMBLE themselves, and PRAY, and SEEK My face, and TURN 

from their wicked ways; THEN will I HEAR from heaven and will FORGIVE their sin, and 

will HEAL their land". (2 Chron. 7:14). Nothing is said here about destroying the enemy, it is 

God's people who MUST first get into a right relationship with Him, before He will act on 

our behalf.  

Because these people refuse to follow Christ's advice, we see them often hurt God's Israel 

people, in their futile attempt to "root out the tares". The battle MUST be run His way, and 

under His supervision, not according to the weak wisdom of men. Don't get me wrong! I 

believe in fighting if it is necessary, and it very well may become necessary, (I believe I have 

proved this without having to "toot my own horn"), but I also know that without His 

approval, we will be defeated.  

Wise gets to the "nitty gritty" of SEEDLINE fallacy when he states: "We see an abundance of 

evidence which proves that Satan has literal, physical seed who are in constant friction with 

the Adamic race." (He would have been more accurate if he had said "Israel") as the greater 

part of the ADAMIC/ARYAN people have been and are now a heathen people. It was only 

the tiny family of Abraham, that was picked out for a "special purpose". They were chosen, 

not because of their "super-intelligence or goodness", but because of the "Obedience and 

FAITHFULNESS" of their Father Abraham when it came to OBEDIENCE and 

FAITHFULNESS TO GOD. For this reason the prophet Amos could write (3:2) - "You only 

have I known of all the families of the earth; therefore will I punish you for your iniquities". 

Because of this OBEDIENCE, Abraham's family that became known as ISRAEL under his 

grandson Jacob / Israel, were picked to become God's "servant people", first learning to 

serve", before they "rule and reign" with Him. Many in Identity believe this becomes 

automatic if you are an Israelite. Not so! Study Revelation chapters two and three and see for 

yourself. There are going to be many Israelites who only make it into the kingdom by the 

"skin of their teeth," (see 1 Cor. 3:13-15).  

While it is true that the Apostle Paul accused the Jewish people of "killing the Lord Jesus, 

their own prophets, and persecuting Christians; and they please not God, but are contrary to 

all men", at no place does he refer to them as physical children of Satan.  

It should be obvious to anyone with common intelligence that the Jewish people cannot be 

traced back to pre-historic times and the Garden of Eden. That Cain was the first Adamite to 

break God's law against inter-racial marriage is obvious, but how can you equate folks like 

Sammy Davis, Jr., and Marilyn Monroe who converted to Judaism, plus the vast host of 

Persians in Esther 8:17 about A.D. 510 B.C. and say with certainty they were physical seed of 

Cain and Satan. It can't honestly be done!  

In the 8th Century A.D. the pagan Knazar people of Southeastern Russia converted to 

Judaism enmasse at the order of their king Bulan and today, modern Jewry according to their 

own leaders, is made up of at least 90% Ashkenazi, Turco-Mongolian Russians. All the 

Prime Ministers of the Israeli State have come from this heathen background. They have 



nothing in common with ancient Palestine, including the bloodline of Abraham. The well-

known Jewish author, Alfred Lilienthal, in his book THE ZIONIST CONNECTION says: "I 

would not be surprised if many Gentiles do not have more of the blood of Abraham flowing 

in their veins than their Jewish neighbors".  

While 1 John 2:22,23 gives us a clear definition of the anti-Christ which fits the Jewish 

people more nearly than any other group on earth, it still doesn't mean they are physical 

descendants of Satan and Mother Eve.  

I know some Identity people, even among the SEEDLINERS who fit John's description of the 

anti-Christ. That doesn't mean they are literal "sons of Satan", although they may act like it. I 

know many in the Judeo Christian world and those who are atheists or agnostics who fit this 

definition. None of them can honestly claim Satan as their physical father, even those who 

worship him outright.  

1 John 3:10 does not confirm the existence of physical "seed"; when it says: "In this the 

children of God are manifest (made known), and the children of the devil". The children of 

God, did not become His children through a physical union between God and a human 

woman, any more than the Jews became "son's of Satan", because of the sexual sin of Mother 

Eve.  

When Jesus said: "Every plant which my Heavenly Father hath not planted shall be rooted 

up", common sense tells us he was not speaking about actual plants, but that it was a "figure 

of speech". Unless God instills TRUTH in a person through the Holy Spirit, that life will be 

useless, no matter what his ancestral line may be and in the end, he will be destroyed.  

Jesus told the Pharisees that they worshiped God in vain, because they taught a man-made 

doctrine in place of God's Word. (See Matt. 15:3,6,9). God will eventually "root out" these 

false doctrines. It's as simple as that!  

Wise states that when Jesus told the Pharisees: "Ye are from BENEATH; I am from above," 

He was confirming their physical origin. He claims the word BENEATH is synonymous with 

HELL. It actually has three different meanings. In Gen. 35:8, we read where Deborah, 

Rebecca's nurse, was buried BENEATH an oak tree. Here the word is TSCHATH which 

means "underneath, or below". In Deut. 28:18, we read: thou (Israel) shall be ABOVE only; 

thou shalt not be BENEATH". Here the Hebrew word is MATTACH which means 

"downward; below; underneath", and refers to Israel's world position if she is obedient.  

The word BENEATH is only used three times in the New Testament and in every place 

comes from the Greek word KATATERO, which means: "downward; beneath; bottom". In 

John 8:23, it says: "...and Peter was BENEATH in the palace." In Acts 2:19, it says: "And I 

will show wonders in the heavens above, and signs in the earth BENEATH". At no place, in 

either Old or New Testament, does the English word BENEATH have anything to do with 

HELL.  

When Jesus rebuked Peter in Matt. 16:23 and said: "Get thee behind me Satan," He was using 

a "figure of speech", as He did in Luke 13:32, when he called Herod a "fox". Any intelligent 

person can see what He meant by these words.  



In John 8:31, Wise said that the Jews who believed in Jesus, claimed to be descendants of 

Abraham, and Jesus admitted they were in vs 37. But in vs 33, you will see that these Jews 

were related to Abraham, not through their Israel blood, but because their father was 

Esau/Edom. Anyone who knows anything about Israel history, knows Israel was in captivity 

in Egypt. A question to ponder: "If the Jews in this chapter were the seed of Abraham, as 

Jesus said they were how could they have come from the SEEDLINE of Satan?" When Jesus 

accused the Pharisees in Matt. 23:32 and referred to them as "serpents," and a generation 

(BLOODLINE) of "vipers," He was again obviously using a "figure of speech".  

Jesus' "figures of speech" were like us calling a wicked man a "dirty rat", or a "skunk". They 

really aren't a rodent, but have the characteristics of one.  

If Jesus were to speak to some of the religious charlatans on TV today. He could accurately 

use the same terms He did to describe the Pharisees.  

Wicked men and women, whether they are Jew, Israelite, or heathen are "children of the 

wicked one", figuratively speaking, when they do the will of their Spiritual Father. Even the 

SEEDLINERS know this to be true!  

Wise assumes again when he states that the word GENERATION should be translated as 

RACE. At no place in the Bible, Old or New Testament is it so used. It actually has several 

meanings:  

1 - DAUR - Meaning "An age; dwelling; posterity", and is used in this manner in Gen 7:1, 

where God speaking to Noah said: "...for thee have I seen righteous (without fault), before 

Me, in this Generation". It had nothing to do with race, but with BLOODLINE.  

2 - DAR - meaning GENERATION, in Dan 4:3- "...His dominion is from GENERATION to 

GENERATION". 

In the New Testament three Greek words are used:  

1 - GENESIS - used in Matt 1:1 - The Book of "the GENERATION of Jesus Christ..." Here 

the word means "nativity; or a specific Age".  

2 - GENNEMA, meaning: "offspring; produce; fruit". John the Baptist told the Pharisees: 

"Ye generation (OFFSPRING) of vipers; who hath warned you to flee from the wrath to 

come?"  

3 - GENEA - meaning: "a generation; an age; nation; time." "The men of Ninevah shall rise 

up in judgment with this GENERATION (nation) and condemn it", (Matt 12:41). 

This last word is the only possible one which might mean RACE, but from it's context we can 

see it does not.  

In one place Wise says: "In many instances the children of Israel married and had children by 

Cannanitish women... Simeon, a son of Jacob/Israel had a son named SHOUL by a woman 

from this "devil race".  



Yet while there are numerous incidents of Israelites breaking God's Law on inter-racial 

marriage, there are no records anywhere which trace the Canaanites back to some sexual-

union between Satan and Eve.  

You see, once a man begins to "suppose" in his study of God's Word, it becomes exceedingly 

difficult to stop. To ASSUME, means: "to imagine; think; guess; presume; accept as true that 

which lacks proof".  

This is true of most SEEDLINE arguments. When a man makes his mind about something 

assuming it's true without Scriptural proof, he is "skating on mighty thin ice," and almost 

without fail, will fall in and drown in his own ignorance.  

Wise says that Solomon took wives of, and the Judahites committed fornication on their 

return from Babylon with these "devil sired people". He is correct until he tries to prove the 

devil sired allegation".  

There is no Scriptural reference to the Canaanites being "devil sired". Wicked beyond belief, 

without a doubt according to Scriptural description, but never referred to by any Israelite 

prophet or leader as "devil sired".  

The term Canaanite is used twelve times in the Old Testament and twice in the New, but on 

no occasion are they even hinted at as being "devil sired".  

The word Canannites is used 54 times in the Old Testament, and Cannanitish twice. Nowhere 

does it say "devil sired".  

To strengthen their argument the SEEDLINERS state that all the early Israel Identity leaders 

taught this doctrine. This simply is not true, for it was not taught in Identity circles until in the 

1930's.  

Wise says that in Deut. 7:1, God mentions seven Cannanitish nations and "knowing them to 

be the seed and progeny of the devil" commanded Moses to destroy them. But this is not 

what Deut. 7:1 says at all, read it and see for yourself. It merely states: "When the Lord thy 

God shall bring thee into the land whither thou goest to possess it, and hath cast out many 

nations before thee..." Then he names the "Hittites, and the Girgasites, and the Amorites, and 

the Canaanites, and the Perrizzites, and the Hivites, and the Jebusites; seven nations greater 

and mightier than thou". He then gives the reason in verse 2 - "And when the Lord thy God 

shall deliver them before thee; thou shalt smite them, and utterly destroy them; thou shalt 

make no covenant with them, nor show mercy unto them: Neither shall thou make marriages 

with them; thy daughter thou shalt not give unto his son. nor his daughter shalt thou give unto 

thy son." Further reasons in verse 4 - "For they shall turn away thy son from following me, 

that they may serve other gods: so will the anger of the Lord be kindled against you, and 

destroy thee suddenly".  

Read all this chapter and I challenge you to find one statement which says that these seven 

wicked nations should be destroyed because they were "Satan's kids!" It just isn't there!  

We can assume that from the way they enticed the Israelite men with their daughters, that the 

Cannanite women were exceedingly beautiful, as is often true of a dangerous snake.  



There are many instances in the Old Testament which tell about Israel men who were 

seduced by Canaanite temptresses. (Read the story of Samson and Delilah in the book of 

Judges). But none were ever called "devil sired". There is much evidence that the Canaanites 

were White Aryans/Adamites and their women were often fatally attractive to the Israelites.  

Wise insists that the Jews were known as Canannites before they first appear in the Bible in 2 

Kings 16:6, fighting against Israel about 742 B.C. This is possibly true, but as far as I have 

been able to ascertain, it cannot be proven from Scriptural history.  

The people we know as Jews, were from their beginning a nation of "usurpers; vampires, if 

you will" who lived off the hard work of others. This can be seen in Malachi 1:2-4 where we 

have a clear picture of what is happening in Palestine today, and what God intends to do 

about it. Some Jewish leaders know this Scripture and are concerned about it. A number of 

years ago, I saw a full page ad in the Toronto Daily News, where over forty Canadian Rabbis 

were warning the Jewish people not to migrate to Palestine for as they said: "The Zionist 

Movement is a false Movement which G-d will destroy". There is little doubt, that the Jewish 

people today, are the ones our risen Savior was speaking about in Rev 2:9; 3:9, when He 

referred to "Them that say they are Jews, and are not; but are of the synagogue (meeting 

place) of Satan".  

Jesus referred to them again in Matthew 11:12, when He stated that the Kingdom of heaven, 

His Kingdom on this earth, suffered violence at their hands. When Jesus walked the shores of 

Galilee, the Edomite Jews sat in Moses seat (see John 8:33), and controlled Jewry. But 

nowhere are they referred to as a "devil sired people!"  

God's true purpose for Israel is seen in 1 Peter 2:9 - where Peter said they were a "chosen 

generation (bloodline from Adam), a royal priesthood, (so ordained by God), a holy nation 

(not a church), a peculiar (set aside for a special purpose) people; that ye (true Israel) should 

show forth the praises of Him who hath called you out of darkness, (Greek SKOTOS, 

meaning: "obscurity. It does not refer to spiritual dark-ness") into His marvelous light".  

This darkness was what was referred to by the Prophet Hosea in 1:10 - "....and in the place 

where it was said unto them (Israel), Ye are not My people, (they lost their identity as 

Israelites in Assyrian captivity), there it shall be said unto them, Ye are the sons of the living 

God", (Christians). Both the Jewish and Judeo-Christian world call us Gentiles, the Word of 

God says we are His sons.  

It is our willingness to show forth His praises, that identifies us as "true Israel". No other 

people in modern history bears this "fingerprint" of Israel Identity, most certainly the Jews do 

not.  

"True Israel" was to be a nation of Ambassadors, carrying the "Good News" of the Gospel to 

all men everywhere. God knew that Israel would not remain true to Him and would inter-

marry with the heathen Canaanites, so He set up strict guidelines dealing with inter-racial 

marriage. Today, the enemy is striving by every means to discourage this, and thus bring 

God's wrath against His people. But nowhere are these subverters called "literal children of 

Satan".  

Wise makes a statement that destroys his entire SEEDLINE argument, when he says: 

"Anyone can read a pedigree, or a bill of sale, and unmistakably know what it means!"  



He uses the illustration of a BILL OF SALE for a "thoroughbred horse". But he doesn't go far 

enough, for anyone who knows anything about these matters, knows that once a 

"thoroughbred mare" is bred to a common stallion, she can never bear "thoroughbred 

offspring." Yet he would have us believe that our pure Savior and King, the Lord Jesus, came 

from a bloodline that had been contaminated by adultery with Satan.  

While Wise states that Cain was a "murderer from the beginning", his other teachings show 

that he doesn't believe this, for he believes the CREATED beings of Gen. 1:27, were on earth 

for thousands of years before Adam was FORMED in Gen 2:7 There is no Scriptural proof 

that Cain's murder of Able was the first murder committed on earth. It was the first in the 

Adamic line. It is not logical to believe that men and women were not killed in the Pre-

Adamic era, as anthropologists and archeologists show that this was an extremely dangerous 

age to live in.  

Scripture give us no indication that there was a Garden of Eden atmosphere in the world 

outside of the Garden itself. In fact, Cain was banished from his family area, not for killing 

his brother, but for inter-racially marrying with pre-Adamites. Have you ever wondered why 

Cain was afraid to go out into the world as a murderer, if there were only three Adamites on 

earth? In Gen. 4:11-16, Cain complains to God: "My punishment is too great, for everywhere 

I go, men will try and kill me." What men, if only Adam and Eve were alive at the time? So 

God placed a special mark on Cain, to protect him from the vengeance of Pre-Adamite men. 

Do you honestly believe He would have done this if Cain were Satan's son?  

In Gen. 6:5 we read that the people who had "increased and populated the earth" were 

exceedingly wicked. Yet even here, there is no hint of a Satanic ancestry.  

Jesus did not accuse Cain of being a "murderer from the beginning", He made this accusation 

against Satan, who had been on earth a long time before Cain was born.  

Wise, like some other SEEDLINERS, makes a flat false statement when he says: "It is now 

confirmed that those who have usurped the title of Israel, and God's Chosen People, are in 

reality, the "seed of the serpent, or children of perdition". This statement is false and therefore 

a presumption rather than a Scriptural fact.  

Knowing how Jewry acts; knowing something about their outspoken hatred of Christ and 

Christianity, and their openly declared intention to destroy "White Christian civilization", it 

would be easy for me to accept SEEDLINE teaching. I have read parts of their Talmud that 

literally sickened me, but this does not prove that they are Satan's literal seed. That they are 

controlled by him, oh my yes! But they are not his literal seed. This teaching has been used 

against "true Identity", by both the Jewish world and that of their Judeo-Christian stooges. 

This is one reason it must be met "head on" and discredited! If it helps the enemy, it cannot 

be of God!  

Abraham had many seeds through Ishmael and other sons. These produced the millions of 

Arab people. Isaac had many sons, but the "promised seed" of Gen 3:15, that would crush 

Satan's head, came only from Jacob/Israel. This was the seed from which our Savior came on 

His human side. He had to be of pure lineage, to be God's Son.  

Wise explains that the reason we don't see many Jewish farmers is because God cursed the 

soil of Cain and his descendants, and that the "mark of Cain" still rests on the Jewish people. 



He doesn't explain what this mark is, for it is described nowhere in Scripture. He is in error 

on several points. If you read your Bible carefully you will see in Gen 3:17-19, that God 

"cursed the ground for Adam and his seed". Cain is not even mentioned. I've known a few 

Jewish farmers, and they didn't seem to have any more farming problems than their Christian 

neighbors. Their soil still had to be worked by the "sweat of their brow", and had a tendency 

to bring forth "thorns and thistles", just like Christian ground. He also errs when he speaks of 

a "Jewish race". There isn't any such thing as a Jewish race, any more than there is a Christian 

or Moslem race. There are only four races on earth Black, White, Yellow and Brown. 

Judaism is a false religion, not a race.  

If I was a gambling man, I'd be willing to wager that most SEEDLINERS could not identify a 

Jew if they saw him on a crowded street. Many of the older ones bear that distinctive thing 

called the "Jewish look," many do not.  

There is little doubt that the Esau/Edomite/Pharisees who harassed Jesus and His followers 

were forerunners of the modern rabbis. In fact they readily admit this. There is also ample 

proof that they have been guilty of the deaths of millions of righteous men and women world-

wide, (see Matt. 23:35). They also brag about this! We KNOW that they were the "moving 

force" behind International Communism, which has killed over 140-million people in the last 

seventy years and we KNOW from reports from organizations such as AMNESTY, INT., that 

they are still killing an estimated 350,000 people per year, which is not counting the more 

than- 2-million unborn babies who are slaughtered annually in mostly Jew run, Jew owned 

Abortion Clinics. This evil is ingrained in the Jewish people through the religious teachings 

of their Talmud. But this does not prove they were "sired by Satan".  

The SEEDLINE DOCTRINE is a direct insult to "true Israel Identity" people, since it infers 

that our Savior and King, comes from an impure source.  

I agree with Wise when he says: "Any idea, thought, or concept that is adverse to the Bible, 

or the teachings of God is a dangerous thing, so this study MUST bear the image of TRUTH. 

A further study of the Bible should reveal it as a new and meaningful book". I agree 100%. 

But we MUST under-stand what Wise means when he speaks about "image". The dictionary 

says that this is "a copy; an imitation; a mental picture of an idea or impression". The image 

of truth is not Scriptural truth.  

I do not ask that you believe what Jack Mohr, or James Wise teaches, for being "fallible" men 

we can be wrong. I do ask that you be honest enough to find out for yourself if we are right, 

and this can only be done as we conform to Scriptural correctness. Sincerity means little in a 

case like this, for there are many false teachers who are "sincerely wrong", and hell will be 

filled with sincere people who thought they were right.  

Don't be impressed by the teachings of men like Jack Mohr, James Wise, George Udvary, or 

Dan Gayman because they may have written books, or may even have degrees behind their 

names. They are still fallible men and all of them can be wrong. The only basis we MUST 

have for truth is "Thus saith the Scriptures", and if any man fails to conform with these, he is 

a "false teacher".  

To some of you who may be somewhat biased, it may appear on the surface that I am 

defending the Jews. I am not! I have reason to distrust them and have found little good in 

them as a national group. In 1 Thessalonians, the Apostle Paul, an Israelite (Romans 11:1), 



who was raised in the Jewish religion, studied under the most renowned Jewish teacher of his 

time, Gamaliel and who had earnestly persecuted the young Christian church, until God 

knocked him off his horse on the Road to Damascus and changed his life, said of these people 

he was intimately acquainted with: "Who both killed the Lord Jesus, and their own prophets, 

and persecuted us (Christians); and they please not God, but are contrary to all men". This is 

a good word picture of International Jewry.  

I know about the International Jewish plans for a One World Government controlled by them. 

Their leaders have warned us of their plans over and over again. Figuratively speaking, I 

would have no problem in believing that such power mad people" were devil sired, but that 

doesn't make it so. I knew a Jack Mohr one time that if you had seen him in action you might 

have accused him of being "devil sired", for he sure acted like the devil. That is why now, in 

my Prison Ministry, I can look at the "toughest, meanest, wickedest, most ornery man behind 

bars", and honestly say: "Thank God! There but for the grace of God is Jack Mohr!"  

Many of us know from sad personal experience that a Jewish trait is the sly characteristic of a 

snake as it charms it's victim into it's coils and to it's death! We know from a study of history 

and their own words, that they make and revel in war.  

Oscar Levy, a well-known Jewish author in the preface to his book THE WORLD 

SIGNIFICANCE OF THE RUSSIAN REVOLUTION, says: "There is scarcely an event in 

modern European history that cannot be traced back to the Jews. We Jews are today nothing 

else but the world's seducers, it's executioners, it's incendiaries, it's destroyers!"  

While Goldwyn Smith a Jewish Professor in Modern History at Oxford University said: "We 

Jews regard our race as superior to humanity; and look forward, not to its ultimate union with 

others, but to it's triumph over them". I could go on and on.  

Satanic, yes indeed! They have imposed themselves in every government in the Christian 

world, through their clever control of finance, the media, and today even the church. But all 

these things do not make them "literal children of Satan!"  

Some Christians in the Judeo-Christian church call Christian Identity a "cult". But it is not! A 

"cult is a system of religious worship built around the teachings of a charismatic leader which 

does not conform to Scripture".  

True Israel Identity, on the other hand is more fundamental than most Fundamental and 

Evangelical churches in the church world, for we accept both the Old and New Testament as 

God's inspired Word and believe we should live by it, while many in the "church world" 

today boast about being "New Testament Christians". True Israel Identists are "Bible 

Christians"! We agree with the Apostle Paul when he wrote in 2 Tim. 3:16 - "ALL scripture 

is given by inspiration of God, and is profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for correction, for 

instruction in righteousness".  

I would like to point out to you New Testament Christians, that every great revival in the 

early Christian world was preached under Old Testament scripture. When men like the 

Apostles Peter and Paul preached, they preached from the "Law and the prophets". There 

were no altar calls; "Just As I AM" was not sung over and over again for forty minutes while 

the evangelist exhorted men to get saved; there were no Sinner's Prayer handed to the seeker; 



there were no Commitment Cards to be signed. The evangelist preached from the Word; men 

came under conviction and came to the evangelist and asked what they must do.  

In Acts 2:37,38 we read that as Peter preached from the Law and the Prophets, "...when they 

heard this, they were pricked in their heart, and said unto Peter and the rest of the apostles, 

Men and brethren, what MUST we do? Then Peter said unto them, 'Repent and be baptized 

every one of you in the name of Jesus Christ for the remission of sins, and ye shall receive the 

gift of the Holy Ghost". Vs. 41 tells us that 3,000 were baptized that day. No religious rock 

bands; no high powered evangelist; no altar call; no gimmicks; just plain preaching of the 

Word of Truth.  

It is useless for us to deny that our Christian faith is now on the defensive, worldwide! We 

can see the evidence in the edition of every daily newspaper, and on the twisted news we 

receive on our TV screens. Yet it is difficult for us to imagine what is behind it all, for it 

would stagger our imagination to know the truth. Yet the truth is the only thing which will 

keep us free! Truth and the application of truth!  

Our enemy is anyone who seeks to thwart the righteous plans of God as revealed in His 

Word. We need no other guide! We can no longer afford to allow our Christian leaders to 

remain indifferent to the diabolical plot which seeks to engulf and destroy us! It has been 

implemented while Christians for the most part have been asleep! We can no longer afford to 

bury our heads in the sand, hoping it will go away!  

In Isaiah 30:9,10 we see an indication that so-called Christians in America have become 

"rebellious, lying children, who will not (even) hear the Law of God". So we now say to our 

preachers and priests: "Prophesy (preach) not unto us right things; speak unto us smooth 

things, prophesy (preach) unto us deceits (falsehoods)".  

Then in Jeremiah 5:31, we see the results of this stupidity and can see how it is taking place 

in America today: "A wonderful and horrible thing is committed in the land: The prophets 

(pastors) prophesy falsely, and the priests (political leaders) bear rule by their means; and my 

people love to have it so: and what will ye do in the end thereof?"  

Yes indeed, what will we do when this evil comes to fruitation?  

For years now, the White Christian people of America have been dancing, all unknowingly to 

the music of the Babylonian Symphony. They have received little if any warning from their 

church leaders, many of whom knew what was happening. As a result the time has come 

when we must "pay the band" and the price is horrendous. It could well be the loss of our 

hard won freedom, and to some it may mean loss of life.  

Today, as never before, we need a spiritual Paul Revere, who will ride across America with a 

message of warning. This is what I have attempted to do in this book.  

My idea was not to make Judeo-Christian or Roman Catholic Christians angry. It was not to 

attack your beliefs. It was to show you the truth from God's Word, without any outside 

varnishing, hoping that as intelligent persons, you will accept God's Word as the authority in 

your life. I don't ask you, or even expect you to accept what I have written. But I do expect 

you, as intelligent, professing Christians, to check me out against God's Word, and when you 

find I have been telling you the truth, take a firm stand on it!  



I did not write this book to win a popularity contest, for I knew it would make many people 

angry, both Judeo-Christians, Catholic and some in Identity. It was written with concern, as a 

warning to my people whom I love, that the hatred of the anti-Christ against us who love 

God, is about to be unleashed in all his Satanic fury. The signs are all about us. The question 

is: "Will we accept what God says. Believe His Word, and turn to Him in OBEDIENCE," for 

our salvation, or will we suffer the fate of those who insist on "doing their own thing", and 

get "shot down in flames". For as the Christian goes, so goes America; so goes our freedom; 

so goes decency, justice and safety. Our faith in the One God, is the cornerstone of our safety 

as a country and as a race.  

Our problems will end in America, when we discover who we are, why we are here, and what 

our responsibilities are before God and to our fellowmen. When it finally dawns on us, (and 

I'm speaking primarily to the White Christian majority now) that we are God's special servant 

people, put on earth for a very special purpose - not to be RACIAL SUPREMISTS, not to 

rule as dictators over others, but to be God's Ambassadors to mankind, showing them what is 

God's will for their lives. (See 1 Peter 2:9) When we realize that His Kingdom will take place 

on this earth, not in some nebulous heaven, then we will see the change we so longingly 

desire.  

If White Christian Americans, will return to their God and fulfill the requirements of His 

FORMULA FOR SURVIVAL, as given in 2 Chronicles 7:14, and recognize our 

responsibilities before Him, then we will see the results. This FORMULA is God's promise to 

His Israel people if they will obey: "If My people, which are called by my name (Israel-

Christian), will HUMBLE themselves, and PRAY, and SEEK My face, and TURN from their 

wicked ways; then will I HEAR from heaven, and will FORGIVE their sins, and will HEAL 

THEIR LAND". (Emphasis added!)  

If we are willing to follow this God given FORMULA, we will see America's status restored 

as:  

(1) as the world's leading nation, not in military, but in moral and spiritual power;  

(2) we will see the blessings of White increase in our population which is now destroying 

itself;  

(3) we will have the blessings of plenteous food for ourselves and the world's hungry;  

(4) we will not have to worry about military might, for we will be beyond the touch of wars, 

and moral defeats such as Korea, Vietnam, Panama, Desert Storm, Somalia and Bosnia. 

Above and beyond all this, we would see God perform His promise: "The Lord shall establish 

thee, an holy people unto Himself, as He hath sworn unto thee, IF THOU SHALT KEEP 

THE COMMANDMENTS of the Lord thy God, and walk in His ways. And all the people of 

the earth shall see that thou art called by the name of the Lord; and they shall be afraid of 

thee", (Deuteronomy 28:9). 

This promise has most surely never been fulfilled by those we call Jews and never will be. 

But it has been fulfilled by "true Israel" made up of the White nations of Christendom, and 

will be fulfilled again, when we have sense enough to KEEP HIS LAW AND WALK IN HIS 

WAY!  



When will the Christian people of America, Catholic and Protestant alike, wake up? Must we 

wait until God has driven us to our knees and rubbed our nose in the dirt? Must we wait until 

we see our wives and daughters raped in our streets by the enemy? When we see our youth 

once more die in a Jew planned war? Will we wait until our great cities lie in smoking ruins?  

You are not going to be RAPTURED out of this mess which has been caused by Christian 

apathy and disobedience. For we are plainly told in the Scriptures, that we will be glorified 

with Christ, only as we suffer with Him, (Philippians 1:29; Romans 8:17).  

In Revelation 2:26, we read that it those who "OVERCOME, who will rule and reign with 

Him". You don't rule and reign by cowering in a spiritual foxhole, folding your holy hands in 

prayer, as you ask God to Rapture you out of the mess you are responsible for. No indeed!  

OVERCOMING is a front line military duty. It means hating "evil and evil men," (see Psalm 

139:21, 22). It means turning away from falsehood of all kinds, even if they are taught in the 

church.  

This is why this book has been written. It is a reminder that the only thing we can trust and 

rely on in this world is God's Holy and Eternal Word.  

There is no "half-way" point in this war for Christian survival, for you are either for Jesus 

Christ, or you are on the enemies side. You cannot sit on the sideline and remain neutral!  

The day is coming, very soon I believe, when all of us, regardless of our status in life, will 

stand before Almighty God and answer for the choice we have freely made. Then we will 

have no pope, or bishop, or priest, or preacher who can answer for us. What will your answer 

be?  

Soon this war will be ending. Soon our God will rule triumphant over all! Why not get in on 

the winning side now? Will you be happy, or ashamed, when you meet Him face to face?  

The End  

 

For more books by Col. Mohr and other Christian patriot authors, visit the Christian Identity 

Forum. 
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